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Rules and Regulations 


Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND SPACE 

Chapter I—Federal Aviation Agency 

SUBCHAPTER F—AIR TRAFFIC AND GENERAL OPERATING RULES [NEW] 

[Reg. Docket No. 6229; Amdt. 398] 

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURES [NEW] 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

The amendments to the standard instrument approach procedures contained herein are adopted to become effective 
when indicated in order to promote safety. The amended pro cedures supersede the existing procedures of the same classifi¬ 
cation now in effect for the airports specified therein. For the convenience of the users, the complete procedure is republished 
in this amendment indicating the changes to the existing procedures. 

As a situation exists which demands immediate action in the interests of safety in air commerce, I find that compliance 
with the notice and procedure provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act is impracticable and that good cause exists for 
making this amendment effective within less than 30 days from publication. 

In view of the foregoing and pursuant to the authority delegated to me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 5662), Part 97 [New] 
(14 CFR Part 97 [New]) is amended as follows: ' 

1. By amending the following automatic direction finding procedures prescribed in § 97.11(b) to read: 

ADF Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings, headings, courses and radials are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 
miles unless otherwise indicated, except visibilities which are in statute miles. 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 


2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

Int Briggs VOR R-048 and 270° bearing 

LOM__ 

Direct__ 

2800 

T-dn 

300-1 

400-1 

300-1 

600-1 

200-32 

500-13/2 

400-1 

800-2 

to LOM. 



C-dn_ 

Briggs VOR_ 

LOM (final)____ 

Direct 

2400 

2800 

R—dn—1 

400-1 

800-2 

400-1 

800-2 

Int Briggs VOR R-322 and 090° bearing to 
LOM. 

Int Briggs VOR R-282 and 061° bearing to 
LOM. 

Akron VOR_ 

LOM_ 

Direct _ _ 

A-dn 

LOM..... 

Direct 

2800 


LOM_ 

Direct 

2800 













Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn E side of crs, 186° Outbnd, 006° Inbnd, 2500' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 2400'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 006°—3.7 miles. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 3.7 miles after passing LOM, climb to 3000' on 
heading of 006°. proceed direct to ACO VOR. Hold E, 1-minute right turns, 276° Inbnd. 

MSA withm 25 miles of facility: 000°-360°—2500'. 


City, Akron; State, Ohio; Airport Name, Akron-Canton; Elev., 1228'; Fac. Class., LOM; Ident., CA; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 15; Eff. Date, 7 Nov. 64; Sup. Amdt No 14- 

Dated, 18 May 63 


Akron VOR, 

Briggs VOR. 
Sharon Int.. 


AKR RBn (final) 

AKR RBn_ 

AKR RBn_ 


Via R-259 ACO 
VOR. 

Direct. 

Direct.__ 


2200 

T-dn__ 

400-1 

400-1 



C-dn.. 

700-1 

700-1 


2800 

S-dn-25_ 

500-1 

600-1 


2800 

A-dn.. 

800-2 

800-2 



400-1 
700-1}^ 

500-1 

800-2 


Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn S side of crs, 066° Outbnd, 246° Inbnd, 2800' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 2200'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 246°—3.7 miles. 

, “ visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 3.7 miles after passing AKR RBn, climb straight 
anea *it 0 1 3000 »then turn right to a heading of 360°, intercept en route radial of V-30. Proceed via V-30 to ACO VOR, hold E, 1-minute right turns, 276° Inbnd. 

MSA within 25 miles of the facility: 000°-270°—2600'; 270°-360°—3000'. 

City, Akron; State, Ohio; Airport Name, Akron Municipal; Elev., 1059'; Fac. Class., MH; Ident., AKR; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 3; Eff. Date, 7 Nov. 64; Sup. Amdt. 

No. 2; Dated, 20 Apr. 63 


PROCEDURE CANCELLED EFFECTIVE NOV. 7,1964, OR UPON DECOMMISSIONING OF FACILITY. 

City, Alexandria; State, La.; Airport Name, Esler; Elev., 108'; Fac. Class., MHW; Ident., ESF; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 1; Eff. Date, 30 Nov. 63; Sup. Amdt. No. Orig.; Dated, 

12 Nov. 60 


api-vor.. 

LOM 

Direct 

2500 

T-dn 

300-1 

300-1 

200-14 

Surf Int._ _ 

LOM 

Direct 

2500 

C-dn 

500-1 

600-1 

500-1 1 2 

Big Run Int.. 

LOM 

Direct 

2500 

S—dn—13 R and 

500-1 

500-1 

500-1 

MX RBn. . 

LOM 

Direct 

2500 

L* 

Griffith Int** 

MX RBn... 

Direct 

2500 

A-dn 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 









Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn W side of crs, 312° Outbnd, 132° Inbnd, 2500' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 2200'. 

Grs and distance, facility to airport, 132°—5.0 miles. 

tn o«aw conta( * not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 5.0 miles after passing LOM, make right turn, climb 

to 2300' and proceed to Peotone VOR Inbnd on R-001. 

A H r u I l a f t ex ® c uting missed approach may, after being reidentifled, be radar controlled. 

♦tVV stfa 1 g ht-in mmimums authorized provided descent below 1100' not made until past ADF bearing 200° from MDW RBn. 

to t: Int EON VOR R-050 and CGT VOR R-087. 

MtoA withm 25 miles of facility: 000°-090°—2600'; 090°-180°—2100'; 180°-270°—2400'; 270°-360°—2600'. 

tity, Chicago; State, Ill.; Airport Name, Chicago-Mid way; Elev., 619'; Fac. Class., LOM; Ident., MD; Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 21; Eff. Date, 7 Npv. 64; Sup. Amdt. No. 20; 

Dated, 25 Jan. 64 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 

ADF Standard Instrument Approach Procedure —Continued 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 

65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

prili Tut 

MX RBn_ _ 

Direct_ 

2000 

T-dn_ 

300-1 

300-1 

200-54 

f; ri fTith Tut * * 

Calumet Int ** ___ 

Via bearing 132° 

2000 

C-dn_ 

500-1 

500-1 

500-1J4 

UI lllll 11 Allb - 


from MX RBn. 


S-dn-31 L, R_ 

500-1 

500-1 

500-1 

Palniiipt Tut ** 

MX RBn (final) _ 

Direct. ... 

1500 

A-dn___ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

TTicr Pun Tut 

MX RBn_ 

Direct _ 

2000 





\PI VOR 

MX RBn_ 

Direct_ 

2300 





CGT VOR_ 

Calumet Int **_ _ 

Via CGT R-356- 

2000 



- 



Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn E side of crs, 132° Outbnd, 312° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on finalapproach crs, 1500'. 

F/v^alccmU^not^st^lishedupon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 3.3 miles after passing LOM, make left turn, climbing 


to 2300'; proceed to Peotone VOR Inbnd on R-001. A _ 

Notes: (1) Aircraft executing missed approach may, after being reidentified, be radar controlled. 


(2) Final approach from holding pattern not authorized. Procedure turn 


1 MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000°-090°—2500'; 090°-180°—2000'; 180°-270°—2300'; 270°-360°—2500'. 

* Griffith Int: Int CGT VOR R-087 and EON VOR R-050. 

** Calumet Int: Int 132° bearing from MX RBn and CGT VOR R-356. 

City Chicago; State, Ill.; Airport Name, Chicago-Midway; Elev., 619'; Fac. Class., LOM (MHW); Ident., MX; Procedure No. 2, Arndt. 14; Eff. Date, 7 Nov. 64; Sup. Arndt. 
* ’ No. 13; Dated, 25 Jan. 64 


PROCEDURE CANCELLED EFFECTIVE NOV. 7, 1964. 

Citv Fairbanks- State, Alaska; Airport Name, Eielson AFB; Elev., 548'; Fac. Class., HW; Ident., EA;Procedure No.2, Arndt. 1; Eff. Date, 2 Dec. 61; Sup. Arndt. No. Orig.; 

Dated, 8 Apr. 61 


1\ivo VOR 

Fort Knox RBn _ 

Direct_ 

2600 

T-dn_ 

300-1 

300-1 

300-1 

*\Torliup Tut 

Fort Knox RBn__ 

Direct__ 

2600 

C-dn__ 

1000-1 

1000-1 

1000-1 M 





S-dn-17_ 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 





A-dn_ 

2000-3 

2000-3 

2000-3 


Procedure turn W side of ers, 352° Outbnd, 172° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 1500'. 

Kvisual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 2.7 miles after passing FTK RBn, make a climbing 
right turn to 2600 7 , ers 266° to MYS VOR. Hold NE 1-minute right turns, 212° Inbnd. 

Note: Procedure not authorized for civil use. 


Other change: Deletes transitions from Elizabeth Int and Lanesvllle Int. 
MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000°-270°—2300'; 270°-360°—1900'. 


Citv Fort Knox; State, Kv.; Airport Name, Godman AAF; Elev., 753'; Fac. Class, MH; Ident., FTK; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 1; Eff. Date, 7 Nov 64; Sup. Arndt. No. 

Orig.; Dated, 23 Feb. 57 


Clarion VOR 
Seneca Int—. 
Wesley Int..- 


Franklin RBn. 
Franklin RBn. 
Franklin RBn. 


Direct.. 

Direct. 

Direct.. 


3200 

3200 

3200 


T-dn 

C-dn 

A-dn 


300-1 

500-1 

800-2 


300-1 

500-1 

800-2 


NA 

NA 

NA 


Procedure turn N side of ers, 103° Outbnd, 283° Inbnd, 3200' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 2300'. 

Kvisual contacTnoT^ to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 3.5 miles after passing Franklin RBn, climb straight 

ahead to 3200' and return to Franklin RBn. Hold E 1-minute right turns, 283° Inbnd. 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000°-090°-3100'; 090°-360°—2900'. 

Citv Franklin- State, Pa.; Airport Name, Chess-Lamberton; Elev., 1540'; Fac. Class., MHW; Ident., FKL; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 1; Eff. Date, 7 Nov. 64; Sup. Arndt. No. 

Orig.; Dated, 8 Feb. 64 


T PH VAR 

LOM _ 

Direct-_ 

1500 

T-dn_ 

300-1 

300-1 

iiVjll V VAIV -- 

T.PIT RRn 

LOM _ 

Direct_ 

1500 

C-dn_ 

400-1 

500-1 

1A 11 Au Dll- 




S-dn-15_ 

400-1 

400-1 





A-dn_ 

800-2 

800-2 


200-54 

500-1U 
400-1 
800-2 


Procedure turn W side of ers, 328° Outbnd, 148° Inbnd, 1500' within 10 miles. Beyond 10 miles not authorized. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ers, 1200'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 148°—4.3 miles. ,, . , pts 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.3 miles after passing LOM, climb to 15U0 on cn> 
148° within 20 miles or, when directed by ATC, make immediate right turn, climbing to 1500' on the LCH VOR R-210 within 20 miles. 

City Lake Charles; State, La.; Airport Name, Lake Charles Municipal; Elev., 14'; Fac. Ciass., LOM; Ident., LC; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 7; Eff. Date, 7 Nov. 64; Sup. Arndt. 

No. 6; Dated, 27 Apr. 63 


Albacorc Int- 

Huntington Beach FM 

San Pedro Int_ 

LGB VOR_ 

Midway Int- 


LOM 

Direct_ 

2200 

T-dn*.. 

300-1 

300-1 

LOM (final) 

Direct.-- - _ 

1500 

C-dn_ 

500-1 

600-1 

LOM 

Direct. _ 

2200 

S-dn-30_ 

500-1 

500-1 

LOM 

Direct__ 

2200 

A-dn_ 

800-2 

800-2 

LOM (final)_ 

Direct_ 

1500 





200-54 
600-1 .54 
500-1 
800-2 


Radar vectoring to final approach crs authorized. ^ A 

Procedure turn S side of SE crs, 120° Outbnd, 300° Inbnd, 2200' within 10 miles of LOM. Not authorized beyond 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1500'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 300°—4.3 miles. . , A . . .... . 0 .. ,, , T a-m - 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.3 miles after passing eujyl, 
bearing from LOM, turn left, climb on 200° heading to intercept the 160° bearing from LAX RBn and proceed to San Pedro Int at 2500'. 

Caution: Standard clearance over obstructions not provided for circling minimums; 500' hill with oil derricks 1 mile S of airport. All circling and 
accomplished N of field. , „ _ 

*300-1 required for takeoff Runways 16L, 25L, 34R; 600-1J4 required for takeoff Runawy 16R. 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: 045°-135°—6100'; 135°-225°—1600'; 225°-315°—3400'; 315°-045°—6600'. 

City, Long Beach; State, Calif.; Airport Name, Long Beach/Daugherty Field; Eiev., 58'; Fac. Class., LOM; Ident., LG; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 18; 

Sup. Arndt. No. 17; Dated, 10 Mar. 62 


, climb to 800' on 300° 
maneuvering shall be 

Eff. Date, 7 Nov. 64; 
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Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 


PROCEDURE CANCELLED, EFFECTIVE 7 NOV. 1964. 

City, Melbourne; State, Fla.; Airport Name, John F. Kennedy Memorial; Elev., 32'; Fac. Class., SBH; Ident., MEF; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 1; Eff Date 1 \ue 64- Sun 

Arndt. No. Orig.; Dated, 7 Mar. 64 ’ 

2 . By amending the following very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures prescribed in § 97.11(c) to read: 

VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

are 111 feet msl - cemngs are 111 reet ab °™ ^ «« * 

If an instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure 
unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency Initial approaches 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below approacPes 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

AEX VOR. 

ESF VOR__ 

Direct 

1700 

1700 

1700 

2000 

1700 

1300 

T-dn 

300-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

300-1 

500-1 

400-1 

800-2 

200-*$ 

500 - 1 *$ 

400-1 

800-2 

AEX RBn. 

ESF VOR. 

Direct 

H-dn 

Boyce Int____ 

ESF VOR. 

Direct 


Larto Int... 

ESF VOR... 

Direct 

o uu oz.__ 

\ _(^j^l 

V-114._. 

Marks Int 

AEX 119/E SF- 
148. 

Direct 


Marks Int. 

Cox Int (final). 





Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn E side of crs, 148° Outbnd, 328° Inbnd, 1600' within*10 miles of Cox Int*. Beyond 10 miles not authorized 
Minimum altitude over Cox Int* on final approach crs, 1300'. 

Crs and distance Cox Int* to airport, 328°—4.0 miles. 

procYed^o ES^VOR 101 ^)!^!^W o^^^SF^R-a^(nonstand^d) landing minimums or u landing not accomplished within 4.0 miles after passing Cox Int*, climb to 2000' and 
Major change: Deletes transition from Clew Int. 

MSA within 25 miles of the facility: 000°-090°—1400'; 090°-180°—1400'; 180°-270°—1700'; 270°-360°—1500'. 

City, Alexandria; State, La.; Airport Name, Esler Field; Elev., 108'; Fac. Class., L-BVOR; Ident., ESF; Procedure No. 2, Arndt. 1; Eff. Date, 7 Nov 64- Sun Arndt No 

Orig.; Dated, 11 July 64 





T-dn__. 

300-1 

300-1 




C-dn_ 

400-1 

500-1 




S-dn-3__. 

400-1 

400-1 




A-dn_ 

800-2 

800-2 


200-K 

50O-1H 

400-1 

800-2 


Procedure turn S side of crs, 210° Outbnd, 030° Inbnd, 5200' within 10 miles. Beyond 10 miles not authorized 
Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 4500'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 030°—3.5 miles. 

on dl ^oUiS a S °?t estebhshed upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 3.5 miles after passing HOB VOR, climb to 5400' 
Not!: Nigh?ope“ tSi Runways 17/35 not authorized. 

Caution : 4348' tower 5.0 miles E of airport; numerous other towers in all quadrants. 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000°-090°—5400'; 090°-180°—4800'; 180°-270°—4900'; 270°-360°—5600'. 

City, Hobbs; State, N. Mex.; Airport Name, Lea County; Elev., 3659'; Fac. Class., BVOR; Ident., HOB; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 10; Eff. Date, 7 Nov. 64; Sup Arndt No 9- 

Dated, 24 Oct. 64 ’ 





T-dn.. 

300-1 

300-1 




C-dn. 

400-1 

600-1 




A-dn... 

800-2 

800-2 


200 -*$ 

500-1*$ 

800-2 


Procedure turn S side of crs, 072° Outbnd, 252° Inbnd, 1500' within 10 miles. Beyond 10 miles not authorized. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, lSOO 7 . 

Lrs and distance, facility to airport, 252°—6.3 miles. 

VOR R- 24 a g wShtn^miles bHSh6d UP ° n descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished, within 6.3 miles after passing VOR, climb to 1500' on the LCH 

City, Lake Charles; State, La.; Airport Name, Lake Charles Municipal; Elev., 14'; Fac. Class., BVOR; Ident., LCH; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 4; Eff. Date 7 Nov 64- Sud 

Arndt. No. 3; Dated, 27 Apr. 63 ’ 


Albacore Int. 

Midway Int 

LGB VOR.. 

Direct.... 

2000 

T-dn*.. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-*$ 

Huntington Beach FM_ _ 

LGB VOR (final). 

LGB VOR (final)__ 

Direct .. 

Direct 

1500 

1500 

C-dn. 

500-1 

800-2 

600-1 

800-2 

600-1*$ 

800-2 

—-—- 





p‘; n u “ v transitions via approved Long Beach radar patterns authorized. 

Minim!?™ t u r -^ S / lde 0{ , crs .’ . l20 ° Outbnd, 300° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1500'. 
t,rs and distance, facility to airport, 274°—4.4 miles. 

headii^^f 800'° turrflf^ff. aut b°U zed landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 4.4 miles after passing LGB-VOR, turn right, climb on 

C atttWV cVoJT »i u ™ left > clllub °? 200 heading to mtercept LAX R-145 and proceed to San Pedro Int at 2500'. 
accomplished Noffield. clearance over obstructions not provided for circling minimums; 500 7 hill with oil derricks 1 mile 8 of airport. All circling and maneuvering shall be 

MSA •! 6L ^ 25 o L ’ ai i d 34R ; 600-1JS required for takeoff on Runway 16R. 

MbA withm 25 miles of facility: 045°-135°—6100'; 135°-225°—1600'; 225°-315°—3400'; 315°-045°—6600'. 

( fiy, Long Beach; State, Calif.; Airport Name, Long Beach/Daugherty Field; Elev., 58'; Fac. Class., BVORTAC; Ident., LGB; Procedure No. 1, Arndt 5; Eff. Date, 7 Nov 64- 

Sup. Arndt. No. 4; Dated, 19 Sept. 64 












































































































15 070 RULES AND REGULATIONS 

3. By amending the following terminal very high frequency omnirange (TerVOR) procedures prescribed in § 97.13 to read: 

Terminal VOR Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

Bearings headings, courses and radiate are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes are in feet MSL. Ceilings are in feet above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimum! 

s 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2 -engine or less 

More than 
2 -engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 





T-dn%.— 

I C-dn_ 

A-dn.. 

300-1 

700-1 

800-2 

300-1 

700-1 

800-2 

200 -K 
700-1^ 
800-2 


Procedure, turn S side crs, 246° Outbnd, 066° Inbnd, 1500 7 within 10 miles. 
Facility on airport. , , 

M inimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 700 . 


SvteS£ or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 mile, turn right, climb to UOO' on H-246 within 10 

miles. 

%Takeofls 5 aU mS^KSbmBieAsFvOK 246° radial within 10 miles to cross AST VOR at orabove 500\ 

M8A within rmte oSty: 000°-090°-4100'; 090°-180°-4300'; 180°-270°-1700'; 270°-360°-3200'. 

City, Astoria; State, Oreg.; Airport Name, Clatsop County; Elcv., 11'; r %ClMs. fc L-ByOR; Went., AST; Procedure No. VOR-7, Arndt. 2; Elf. Date, 7 Nov. 64; Sup. Arndt. 


T-dn%_ 

C-dn.. 

A-dn. 



300-1 

300-1 


1200-1 

1200-1 


1200-2 

1200-2 


200-H 
1200-1H 
1200-2 


Procedure turn W side crs, 304° Outbnd, 124° Inbnd, 2400' within 10 miles. Not authorized beyond 10 miles. 

Facility on airport. 

“ZoSfmS'Mabffid££d£SStolanding minimums or if landing not accomplished within 0.0 mile of AST VOR, turn right, climb to 2400' on 

^^TakcoffsaU nmwavs- climb on the AST VOR 246° radial within 10 miles to cross AST VOR at or above 500'. 

MSA withhi 2^mUes^of tocility: <X)0°-090°—4100'; 090°-180°-4300'; 180°-270°-1700'; 270°-360°-3200'. 

City, Astoria; State, Oreg.; Airport Name, Clatsop County; Elev., ll^Fac. g^ra -^ByO^Ident., AST; Procedure No. VOR-13, Arndt. 5; Eft. Date, 7 Nov. 64; Sup. 


MYS VOR. 
Nadine Int.. 


TTTlv VOR 

Direct_ 

2600. 

T-dn_ 

300-1 

300-1 

FTTC VOR 

Direct_ 

2600_ 

C-dn_ 

600-1 

500-1 




S-dn-15.. 

500-1 

500-1 




A-dn_ 

800-2 

800-2 


200 

500-1 H 

500-1 

800-2 


Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn W side of crs, 324° Outbnd, 144° Inbnd, 2000' withm 10 miles. 

n^ua^nlacUmtTstaWtehed u^dSuSauSSiandlng minimums or if landing not accomplished after passing FTK VOR, make a climbing right turn to 2600', 
crs 266° to MYS VOR. Hold NE, 1-minute right turns, 212° Inbnd. 

Caution: Concrete plant % mile N approach end of Runway 15. 

Authorized for military use only except by prior arrangement. 

Other changes: Deletes transition from Elizabeth Int. _, 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000°-270°-2300'; 270°-360°-1900'. 

City, Fort Knox; State, Ky.; Airport Name, Godman AAF; Elev., 753'; Fa^CtaM., ; Procedure No * TerV0R - 15 ' Amdt * ^ E£E * Date ’ 7 Nov * 64; SuP ’ A ' 


MYS VOR. 
Nadine Int.. 


FTK VOR 

Direct. _ 

2600 

T-dn.. 

300-1 

300-1 

TTT'IT VOR 

Direct _ 

2600 

C-dn*.. 

600-1 

600-1 




S-dn-17*_ 

400-1 

400-1 




A-dn__ 

800-2 

800-2 


200-H 

500-lH 

400-1 

800-2 


Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn W side of crs, 003° Outbnd, 183° Inbnd, 2000' within 10 miles. 

H upo^descent'tcfautiforized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished after passing FTK VOR, make a climbing right turn to 2600', 

crs 266° to MYS VOR. Hold NE, 1-minute right turns, 212° Inbnd. 

Other change: Deletes transition from Elizabeth Int. 

Note: Authorized for military use only except by prior arrangement. 

Caution: Concrete plant 854' H mile N approach end of Runway 15. 

Authorized for military use only except by prior arrangement. 

♦Descent to 1200' authorized after passing FTK RBn_ 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000°-270°-2300'; 720°-360°-1900'. 

City, Fort Knox; State, Ky.; Airport Name, Godman AAF; Elev., Ctess.. yOR^Went^ FTK; Procedure No. TerVOR-17, Amdt. 1; Eft. Date, 7 Nov. ; up. 


MYS VOR.. 
Nadine Int.. 


FTK VOR 

Direct.—. 

2600 

T-dn_ 

300-1 

300-1 

FTK VOR 

Direct_ 

2600 

C-dn.. 

500-1 

500-1 




S-dn-35.- 

600-1 

500-1 




A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 


200-H 

500-1 Vi 
500-1 
800-2 


Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with authorized patterns. 

Procedure turn W side of crs, 165° Outbnd, 345° Inbnd, 2200' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs, 1300'. ... ,. . Q f for rtf' vor make a climbing left turn to 2600', 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished after passing FTK VOR, mate a cmuDiug 
crs 266° to MYS VOR. Hold NE, 1-minute right turns, 212° Inbnd. 

Note: Authorized for military use only except by prior arrangement. . . . _ . _ 

Caution: Tower 904' 3 miles SSE airport and concrete plant 854' % mile N approach end of Runway 15. 

Other change: Deletes transition from Elizabeth Int. 

MSA within 25 miles of facility: 000°-270°-2300 / ; 270°-360°-1900'. 

City, Fort Knox; State, Ky.; Airport Name, Godman AAF; Elev., 753'; Fac. Class., VOR; Ident., FTK; Procedure No. TerVOR-35, Amdt. 1; Eff. Date, 7 x ov. , 

Amdt. No. Orig.; Dated, 12 Oct. 63 
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4. By amending the following instrument landing system procedures pre scribed in § 97.17 to read: 

ILS Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

are 111 MSL - •» *" ** “bove airport elevation. Distances are In nautical 

irr»incc^^ the l Jl£ te c ? nduct ® d at , the be l ow named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument approach procedure 

unless an approach is conducted in accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation \gencv Initial annro irho<? 
shall be made over specified routes. Minimum altitudes shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area orwwtforth below. approaches 


Transition 


From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Akron VOR____ 

LOM_ 

Direct 

Briggs VOR_ 

LOM (final).. 

Direct 

Int Briggs VOR R-322 and 090° bearing to 
LOM. 

Int Briggs VOR R-282 and 061° bearing to 
LOM. 

Int Briggs VOR R-048 and 270° bearing to 
LOM. 

LOM..j__ 

Direct 

LOM____ 

Direct 

LOM_:... 

Direct 




Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 


Ceiling and visibility minimums 


Condition 


2800 

2400 

2800 

2800 

2800 


T-dn... 

C-dn... 

S-dn-1* 

A-dn... 


2 -engine or less 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

300-1 

400-1 

200-J3 

600-2 

300-1 

500-1 

200-33 

600-2 


More than 
2 -engine, 
more than 
65 knots 


200-H 

500-1 H 
200 - 1-2 
600-2 


Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn E side S crs, 186° Outbnd, 006° Inbnd, 2500' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope Int Inbnd, 2400'. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, 2410'—3.7 miles; at MM, 1450'—0.7 mile 
l-mtouTe?e a fUums Ct l^° ot Inbnd liShed UP ° n aesCent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished, climb to 3000' on N crs of ILS to Derby Int. Hold N, 

Caution: Glide slope unusable below 1428' account roughness. 

*400-% required with glide slope inoperative. 

City, Akron; State, Ohio; Airport Name, Akron-Canton; Elev., 1228'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-CAK; Procedure No. ILS-1, Arndt. 15; Eff. Date 7 Nov 64* Sud Arndt 

No. 14; Dated, 20 Apr. 63 ' 


Akron VOR. 

Briggs VOR. 
Sharon Int.. 


LOM (final) 

LOM. 

LOM_ 


Via R-259 
ACO-VOR. 

Direct.. 

Direct. 


2200 


2800 

2800 


T-dn.... 

C-dn.... 

S-dn-25. 

A-dn.... 


400-1 

400-1 

700-1 

700-1 

500-1 

500-1 

800-2 

800-2 


400-1 

700-133 

500-1 

800-2 


Radar vectoring authorized in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn S side of crs, 066° Outbnd, 246° Inbnd, 2800' within 10 miles. 
No glide slope. Minimum altitude over LOM on final approach crs, 2200'. 
Crs and distance, LOM to airport, 246°—3.'7 miles. 


. oifo V i sual con * ta ?t not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished, climb straight ahead to 3000', then turn right to a heading 
of 360°, intercept the en route radial of V-30. Proceed via V-30 to ACO VOR. Hold E, 1-minute right turns, 276° Inbnd. g wading 

City, Akron; State, Ohio; Airport Name, Akron Municipal; Elev., 1059'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-AKR; Procedure No. ILS-25, Amdt.3; Eff. Date 7 Nov 64- Sud Arndt 

No. 2; Dated, 20 Apr. 63 ’ 





T-dn.. 

300-1 

300-1 




C-dn_ 

500-1 

500-1 




S-dn-13R*. 

300-% 

300-% 




A-dn... 

600-2 

600-2 


200-33 

500-133 

300-% 

600-2 


Radar vectoring to final approach crs required in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn not authorized. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception Inbnd 2500'. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at LOM, 2255'—5.0 miles: atLMM, 868'—0.6 mile. 

Inbnd onR-OOl^ n0t estabUshed upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished, make right turn, climb to 2300' and proceed to EONVOR 

Note: Aircraft executing missed approach may, after being reidentified, be radar controlled. 

*«vvv.V° N: False crs may be received from localizer when more than 060° from crs. 

600-1 required with glide slope inoperative, 400-1 straight-in m i nim ums authorized provided descent below 1100' not made until past ADF bearing 200° from MDW RBn. 

City, Chicago; State, Ill.; Airport Name, Chicago-Midway; Elev., 619': Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-MDW; Procedure No. ILS-13R, Arndt. 21; Eff. Date, 7 Nov 64* Sun Arndt 

No. 20; Dated, 16 May 34 ' 


Calumet Int**. 

Via SE crs MXT 

2000 

T-dn 

300-1 

500-1 

300-1 

500-1 

400-1 

800-2 

MX-RBn. 

ILS. 

O-dn_ 

Direct 

2000 

2000 

2000 

2300 

1500 

S-dn-31L&R_ 

A-dn 

400-1 

800-2 

MX-RBn. 

Direct 

Calumet Int**.. 

Via CGT R-356... 


MX-RBn. 

Direct 




MX-RBn fflnaD_ 

Direct. 










Griffith Int*. 

Big Rim Int. 

Crib Int_ 

CGT VOR 
API VOR... 
Calumet Int’ 


200-33 

500-133 

400-1 

800-2 


i Nir* loz uuiDna, mDna, ^uuu' witmn 10 miles. 

No glide slope. No approach lights. 

Minimum altitude over MX-RBn, 1500'. 

Crs and distance, MX-RBn to airport, 312°—3.3 miles. 

climb to S ^K)“pro2ed 0 to e pcotjS e vO?l >1 Intad Sn t ^; horized landin S minimums or if landing not accomplished within 3.3 miles after passing MX-RBn, make left turn, 

r ?™™. r o. aft ax °e u ting missed approach, may after being reidentified, be radar controlled. 

*Gr?ffi?h ‘w ri over 771 ' and 776 ' obstructions in final approach area. 

Griffith Int.: Int CGT R-087 and EON R-050. 

Calumet Int.: Int CGT R-356 and MXT ILS SE crs. 

City, Chicago; State, HI.; Airport Name, Chicago-Midway; Elev., 619 7 ; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-MXT; Procedure No. ILS-31 L-R, Arndt. 3; Eff. Date, 7 Nov 64- Sup 

Arndt. No. 2; Dated, 25 Jan. 64 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 

ILS Standard Instrument Approach Procedure— Continued 


Transition 

Ceiling 

1 and visibility minimum 

s 



Course and 
distance 

Minimum 


2 -engine or less 

More than 
2 -engine, 
more than 

65 knots 

From— 

To- 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

pht vhr 

Park Int#_ 

Via COT R-356 

3500 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

200 -H 



and SE crs 
OIIA ILS. 
Direct...- 


C-dn.. 

400-1 

500-1 

500-1V6 




S-dn-32R*. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

a "PT VHP 

Park Int# (final NA)_ 

3500 

A-dn. 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Miltsc Tnt _ 

Park Int#.---- 

Via API R-088 

3500 





Ofin VOR 

Park Int# (final NA). 

and SE crs 
OHA ILS. 
Direct.. 

3500 


• 



OTTTT VOR 

Park Int# (final NA)_ 

Direct.. 

3500 





Porlr Tnt 

FMR RBn (final).. 

Direct__ 

2300 





T Tnt 

ORD VOR... 

Via OBK R-271 

3500 





0 , 


and ORD 

VOR R-306. 







Radar transition to final approach crs authorized. Aircraft may be released for final approach Inbnd to FMR RBn on final approach crs to cross FMR RBn at 2300'. 
Procedure turn E side of crs, 138° Outbnd, 318° Inbnd, 3500' within 10 miles of Park Int#. 

Minimum altitude over FMR RBn on final Q approach crs, 2300'; over Park Int# 3500 . 

Hvisual intact no t^^ablishe^ upondescent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished within 5.7 miles after passing FMR RBn, turn right to 335° 
be 1KT\"n“ iXglide slope, middle compass locator or approach lights. 3. 

Ab “ wSt“er t fs 0l Mow t ^3‘^lUntCTMpt > ORD-VOR R-250 and climb to 2000' before proceeding westbound. Takeoffs on Runway 

32L when leather isbelow 20W-3 will intercept ORD-VOR R-306 and climb to 2000' before proceeding westbound. Motel sign W miles from approach end Runway 32L 
may be mistaken for approach lights. , . .. .... 

*400-% authorized except for turbojet aircraft, with operative lngh-intensity runway lights. 

Citv Chicago* State Ill ; Airport Name, Chicago-OTIara International; Elev., 667'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-OHA; Procedure No. ILS-32R, Amdt. 3; Eff. Date, 7 Nov. 64; 

Sup. Amdt. No. 2; Dated, 11 Apr. 64 


PROCEDURE CANCELLED, EFFECTIVE 7 NOV. 1964. 


City Cleveland: State, Ohio; Airport Name, Cleveland-Hopkins; Elev., 792'; Fac. Class., ILS; Went., I-CLE; Procedure No. ILS-23R, Amdt. 14; Eff. Date, 29 Feb. 64 ;Sup. 
J ’ Amdt. No. 13; Dated, 25 May 63 


PROCEDURE CANCELLED, EFFECTIVE 7 NOV. 1964. 

City Cleveland- State, Ohio; Airport Name, Cleveland-Hopkins; Elev., 792'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-CLE; Procedure No. ILS-5L, Amdt. 23; Eff. Date, 29 Feb. 64, Sup. 
J ’ Amdt. No. 22; Dated, 25 May 63 


T qItp PRn 

LOM___ 

Direct... 

1500 

T-dn_ 

300-1 

300-1 

200-% 

T PH VOR 

LOM _ 

Direct..- 

1500 

C-dn_ 

400-1 

500-1 

500 - 1 % 

Sulphur T n t _ 

LOM... 

Direct__ 

1500 

S-dn-15. 

200-H 

200-% 

200-% 





A-dn... 

600-2 

600-2 

600-2 


Procedure turn W side of crs, 328° Outbnd, 148° Inbnd, 1500' within 10 miles. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception Inbnd, 1500'. 0 . _.... . .. 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at LOM, 1170 —4.3 miles; at LMM, 199 —0.6 mile. . TT g, .... w whon 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums or if landing not accomplished, climb to 1500 on the SE crs of ILS within 20 miles or, wnen 
directed by ATC, make immediate right turn, climbing to 1500' on the LCH VOR R-210 within 20 miles. 

City Lake Charles; State, La.; Airport Name, Lake Charles Municipal; Elev., 14'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-LCH; Procedure No. ILS-15, Amdt. 6; Eff. Date, 7 Nov. 04, 
J ’ Sup. Amdt. No 5; Dated, 31 Aug. 63 


A IhciPAPO Tnt 

LOM . 

Direct. 

2200 

T-dn*. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-% 


LOM (final) . 

Direct_ 

1500 

C-dn. 

500-1 

600-1 

600-1% 

Qqti Tnt 

LOM ...-. 

Direct. 

2200 

S-dn-30#. 

300-% 

300-% 

300-% 

T flR VOR 

LOM . 

Direct__ 

2200 

A-dn. 

600-2 

600-2 

600-2 

Huntington Beach FM.—.-. 

LOM (final)....—.-. 

Direct. 

1500 






Radar vectoring to final approach crs authorized. „ ^ .. , .. . , 

Procedure turn S side SE crs, 120° Outbnd, 300° Inbnd, 2200' within 10 miles of LOM. Beyond 10 miles not authorized. 

Minimum altitude at glide slope Int Inbnd, 1500'. . ..... OOA , - a 

a"ushed climb to 800' on N W crs LGB ILS. turn left, climb on 200° 

bea ^UT?o'N; te Smn t <lard 3 clearaifco n over O obstrucUons 1 not O p I rov?dcd 0 for circling minimums; 500' hill with oil dericks I mile S of airport. All circling and maneuvering shall 
be accomplished N of field. 

*300-1 required for takeoff Runways 16L, 25L, 34R; 600-1^ required for takeoff Runway 16R. 

#Straight-in landing minimums are 400-1 with glide slope inoperative. 

City, Long Beach; State, Calif.; Airport Name, Long Beach/Daugherty Field; Elev., 58'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-LGB; Procedure No. ILS-30, Amdt. 20; Eff. Date, < Nov. 64, 

Sup. Amdt. No. 19; Dated, 19 Sept. 64 


PROCEDURE CANCELLED EFFECTIVE NOV. 7, 1964, OR UPON SHUTDOWN OF FACILITY. 

City Waco; State, Tex.; Airport Name, Waco Municipal; Elev., 515'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-ACT; Procedure No. ILS-18, Amdt. 3; Eff. Date, 6 July 63; Sup. Amdt. No. 

Dated, 26 May 62 


PROCEDURE CANCELLED EFFECTIVE NOV. 7, 1964, OR UPON SHUTDOWN OF FACILITY. 

City, Waco State, Tex.; Airport Name, Municipal; Elev., 515'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-ACT; Procedure No. ILS-36, Amdt. 2; Eff. Date, 6 July 63; Sup. Amdt. No. 1, 

Dated, 26 May 62 
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Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 


2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 

65 knots 


altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

Youngstown VOR___ 

Hubbard RBn.. 

Direct 

2800 

2700 

3000 

2800 

3000 

3000 

T-dn 

300-1 

400-1 

300-1 


Hubbard RBn.... 

LOM (final)... 

Dirp.pt 

C-dn 

200-54 

Mercer Int..... 

Hubbard RBn.. ... 

Direct- 

Q A* OOJ 

500-1 

500—1)4 

Sharpsville Int.... 

Hubbard RBn... 

Dirpp.t 

o-KUl— 6£n - 

A_dn 

200-54 

600-2 

200-54 

200-54 

Palestine Int___ 

Hubbard RBn 

Direct- 

A-un_ 

600-2 

600-2 

Canfield Int._______ 

Hubbard RBn 

Direct 













Procedure turn N side of crs, 140° Outbnd, 320° Inbnd, 2800 / within 10 miles of Hubbard RBn.* 

Minimum altitude at glide slope interception Inbnd, 2700 / . 

Altitude of glide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM 2630—4.7 miles* at MM 1385— 6 mile 

VOR* “* "*"&**' climb to 2700 ' ste “e bt »»ead, make right turn and proceed to 

2™ 0< ; e , dure turn predicated on Hubbard RBn. Maintain 2800' until intercepting glide slope Inbnd or passing Hubbard RBn 
#400-% reqmred with glide slope inoperative. 


City, Youngstown; State, Ohio; Airport Name, Youngstown; Elev., 1196'; Fac. Class., ILS; Ident., I-YNG; Procedure No. ILS-32, Arndt. 11; Eff Date 7 Nov 64* Sud Arndt 

No. 10; Dated, 2 Nov. 63 * ' 

5. By amending the following radar procedures prescribed in § 97.19 to read: 


Radar Standard Instrument Approach Procedure 

are“ute a ^ itUdeS - ta feet * MSU CeUtags are in ,eet abOTe “ DI " « * ™*ical 

Ha radar ihstrument approach is conducted at the below named airport, it shall be in accordance with the following instrument procedure, unless an approach is conducted 
m accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches shall be made over specified 
routes. Minimum altitude(s) shall correspond with those established for en route operation in the particular area or as set forth below. Positive identifiontinn must hS itQK. 


the rada t r h w " di f ect othe T^ e pri0r t0 flnal be executed asprovided below wh^^A) communication 

approach is lost for more than 5 seconds during a precision approach, or for more than 30 seconds during a surveillance approach; (B) directed by radar controller* 
(C) visual contact is not established upon descent to authorized landing minimums; or (D) if landing is not accomplished. * 


Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimums 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine or less 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 

65 knots 

65 knots 
or less 

More than 
65 knots 

All directions. 


0-10 milps 

2000 

2500 

2000 

2000 

2300 

2400 

T—dn 

300-1 

300-1 

200-H 

290°... 

065° .. 

10-20 milpQ 


065°. 

150° 

A™ lllllUO.__ 

10—20 milPQ 

Precision approach 

150°. 

185°_ 

Ml llllUJb. ___ 

10-1 fi milps 

150°. 

185°.. . 

IS—20 milfts 


300-«4| 300-541 300-54 

185°. 

290°_ 

10—20 miles 

o - (xn—ioxv_ 

\ 



A-lIII--| 

C-dn#..... 

S-dn#_ 

C-dn*_ 

S-dn*__ 

A-dn-All run¬ 
ways. 

UWi I 

Surveillanc 

600-1 

600-1 

500-1 

500-1 

800-2 

OUU-^2 | 

;e approach 

600-1 

600-1 

500-1 

500-1 

800-2 

1 ouo-z 

600-154 

600-1 

500-154 

500-1 

800-2 


? ro I id v e 1 . 1 9 00 l vertical clearance within a 3-mile radius of towers 1504' 8 miles NE, 1260' 11 miles W, 1120' — miles NW, and 1080' 12 miles W of airnort 
proceed to EON VOR Hitad^n R^Ol^ 11 descent to authorlzed landin S minimums or if landing not accomplished, make right or left turn as appropriate, climb to 2300' P and 
e ? ecut mg missed approach may, after being reidentified, be radar controlled. 

to 2300'. S M11 feature of S round radar equipment required for all surveillance approaches. Departures westbound on V-6 at 2000' will be released within 8 miles to climb 
#Runway 22 L and R. 

♦Runways 4 R and L, 9, 13 R and L, 18, 27, 31 L and R, 36. 


City, Chicago; State, Ill.; Airport Name, Chicago-Midway; Elev., 619'; Fac. Class, and Ident., Midway Radar; Procedure No. 1, Arndt 9; Eff. Date, 7 Nov 64* Sup Arndt 

No. 8; Dated, 25 Jan. 64 ’ 


These procedures shall become effective on the dates specified therein. 

(Secs. 307(c), 313(a), 601 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1348 (c), 1354(a), 1421; 72 Stat. 749, 752, 775) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on October 2,1964. 

G. S. Moore, 

Director , Flight Standards Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-10275; Filed, Nov. 6,1964; 11:44 a.m.] 


No. 21! 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


SUBCHAPTER B—PROCEDURAL RULES [NEW] 

[Beg. Docket No. 6303; Arndt. 11-4] 

part n —general rule-making 

PROCEDURES [NEW] 
Assignment of Navigable Airspace 

The purpose of this amendment is to 
bring certain references to other Parts 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations made 
in Part 11 [New] into agreement with 
redesignations of certain subparts ef¬ 
fected in amending Part 71 [New], and 
to provide for the maintenance of certain 
public dockets in Regional offices of the 
Federal Aviation Agency. 

Amendment 11-3 (Regulatory Docket 
No. 4003) to Part 11 [New] of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations was published 
in the Federal Register on July 17, 1964 
(29 F.R. 9661), delegating to Regional 
Directors limited rule-making authority 
in the assignment of navigable airspace. 

On July 7,1964, a notice of rule making 
was published in the Federal Register 
(29 F.R. 8471), amending Part 71 [New] 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations ef¬ 
fective September 17, 1964, and estab¬ 
lishing a two-layer airspace structure 
within the 48 contiguous states and the 
District of Columbia. As a consequence 
of this amendment certain subparts of 
Part 71 [New] were revoked or redes¬ 
ignated. 

Accordingly, as those references to 
Part 71 [New] in Amendment 11-3 to 
Part 11 [New] are to subparts as previ¬ 
ously designated, this amendment Is 
necessary to bring those references into 
agreement with subparts of Part 71 
[New] as now amended. 

Additionally, as a necessary adjunct to 
the exercise of rule-making authority by 
Regional Directors, a public docket re¬ 
lating to each action is maintained and 
is available for examination by interested 
persons in the office of the Regional 
Counsel. In order to clarify the require¬ 
ment for maintenance of such dockets, 
§ 11.11 of Subpart A is expanded to in¬ 
clude a provision to that effect. 

Since these amendments are pro¬ 
cedural in character, and in the interest 
of correcting present references at the 
earliest possible date, notice and public 
procedure hereon are considered unnec¬ 
essary and impracticable, and good cause 
exists for making this amendment 
effective immediately. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
11 [New] of the Federal Aviation Regu¬ 
lations is amended effective immediately, 
as hereinafter set forth: 

§ 11.11 [Amended] 

1. Section 11.11 is amended by insert¬ 
ing the following new sentence after the 
first sentence thereof: “A public docket 
relating to rule-making actions taken 
by Regional Directors under Subpart D 
of this Part is maintained in the office 
of the Regional Counsel.” 

2. Section 11.61(c) is amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 11.61 Scope. 

* * * ♦ * 

(c) For the purpose of this subpart, 
“Director” means the Director, Air Traf¬ 
fic Service (or any person to whom he 


has delegated his authority in the matter 
concerned), or a Regional Director. The 
authority of the Regional Director is 
limited to those matters relating to ter¬ 
minal airspace within the United States, 
as described in § 71.165 of Subpart E, and 
Subparts F and G of Part 71 [New]. 
He may, however, include those matters 
relating to Federal airways or additional 
control areas within the United States, 
as described in Subparts B, C and I, and 
§ 71.163 of Subpart E of Part 71 [New], 
if they are ancillary to the terminal area 
airspace matter. 

***** 

(Sec. 307, Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 49 
U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Novem¬ 
ber 2,1964. 

N. E. Halaby, 
Administrator. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11381; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:46 a.m.] 


SUBCHAPTER E—AIRSPACE [NEW] 

[Airspace Docket No. 64-SO-42] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW] 

Alteration of Control Zone, Revoca¬ 
tion of Control Area Extension, and 

Designation of Transition Area 

On September 16, 1964, a notice of 
proposed rule making was published in 
the Federal Register (29 F.R. 12980) 
stating that the Federal Aviation Agency 
proposed to revoke the control area ex¬ 
tension, alter the control zone and des¬ 
ignate a transition area at Muscle 
Shoals, Ala. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making through submission of com¬ 
ments. All comments received were 
favorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 [New] of the Federal Aviation Regu¬ 
lations is amended, effective 0001 e.s.t., 
January 7, 1965, as hereinafter set forth. 

1. In § 71.165 (29 F.R. 1073) the 

Muscle Shoals, Ala., control area exten¬ 
sion is revoked. 

2. In § 71.171 (29 F.R. 1101) the fol¬ 
lowing control zone is amended to read: 

Muscle Shoals, Ala. 

Within a 5-mile radius of Muscle Shoals 
Airport (latitude 34°44'41" N., longitude 
87°36'39" W.) and within 2 miles each side 
of the Muscle Shoals VOR 292° radial ex¬ 
tending from the 5-mile radius zone to the 
VOR. 

3. In § 71.181 (29 F.R. 1160) the fol¬ 
lowing transition area is added: 

Muscle Shoals, Ala. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 7-mile radius 
of Muscle Shoals Airport (latitude 34°44'41" 
N., longitude 87°36'39" W.); that airspace 
extending upward from 1,200 feet above the 
surface within 8 miles N and 5 miles S of the 
Muscle Shoals VOR 112° and 292° radials 
extending 5 miles W and 13 miles E of the 
VOR, within 5 miles each side of the Muscle 
Shoals VOR 297° radial extending from 5 
miles W to 18 miles W of the VOR, and with¬ 
in 8 miles W and 5 miles E of the Muscle 


Shoals VOR 002° radial extending from the 
VOR to a point 30 miles N of the VOR. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1348(a)) 

Issued in East Point, Ga., on October 
29,1964. 

Paul H. Boatman, 
Acting Director, Southern Region. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11382; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 64-CE-77] 

PART 71—designation of fed¬ 
eral AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIR¬ 
SPACE, AND REPORTING POINTS 
[NEW] 

Revocation of Control Area Extension 

The purpose of this amendment to Part 
71 [New] of the Federal Aviation Reg¬ 
ulations is to revoke the Battle Creek, 
Mich., control area extension. 

The notice of proposed rule making 
concerning the designation of the Bat¬ 
tle Creek, Mich., transition area was 
published in the Federal Register on 
June 21, 1963 (28 F.R. 6404). In that 
notice it was stated that the revocation 
of the Battle Creek control area exten¬ 
sion would be delayed pending comple¬ 
tion of associated separate airspace ac¬ 
tions. These actions have now been com¬ 
pleted and the Battle Creek control area 
extension is now encompassed by tran¬ 
sition areas. 

Since the change effected by this 
amendment is minor and less restrictive 
in nature than present requirements, 
and imposes no burden on any person, 
notice and public procedure hereon are 
unnecessary and the amendment may 
become effective on less than 30 days 
notice. 

In consideration of the foregoing, ef¬ 
fective immediately, § 71.165 of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations (29 F.R. 1075) 
is hereby amended as follows: Revoke 
the Battle Creek, Mich., control area 
extension. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 
US.C. 1348)) 

Issued in Kansas City, Mo., on Octo¬ 
ber 28, 1964. 

Henry L. Newman, 
Acting Director, Central Region. 

[FR. Doc. 64-11383; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 63-CE-lll] 

PART 71—designation of fed¬ 
eral AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIR¬ 
SPACE, AND REPORTING POINTS 
[NEW] 

Alteration of Federal Airways 

On December 5, 1963, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (28 F.R. 12941) 
that the Federal Aviation Agency (FAA) 
proposed to revoke alternate airway seg¬ 
ments to VOR Federal airway Nos. 15, 21, 
24, 26, 78, and 82, and to alter the Minot, 
N. Dak., and the Watertown, S. Dak., 
control area extensions. 
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Saturday , November 7 , 1964 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making through submission of comments. 
The State of North Dakota Aeronautics 
Commission and the Air Transport As¬ 
sociation of America (ATA) both ob¬ 
jected to the revocation of V-15W from 
Aberdeen, S. Dak., to Bismarck, N. Dak., 
to Minot, N. Dak. The State of North 
Dakota Aeronautics Commission con¬ 
tends that a continued requirement ex¬ 
ists for the retention of these alternate 
airway segments and the portion of the 
Minot control area extension so as to 
provide a route and controlled airspace 
for slower moving aircraft and lateral 
spacing of such aircraft from high speed 
air traffic which utilizes the main airway 
segment of V-15 from Aberdeen via Bis¬ 
marck to Minot. The commission also 
contends that V-15W between Bismarck 
and Minot should be retained for the 
routing of aircraft which may be cleared 
to conduct holding procedures at the 
Garrison Intersection south of Minot 
when air traffic delays are being encoun¬ 
tered in the Minot terminal area. The 
ATA also contends that these segments 
of V-15W and the portion of the Minot 
control area extension should be retained 
due to the amount of Air Force and 
scheduled air carrier flights which oper¬ 
ate into and from the Minot terminal 
area, and to assure expeditious handling 
by air traffic control of such traffic. The 
ATA also objected to the proposed revo¬ 
cation of V-26 south alternate segment 
from Wausau, Wis., to Green Bay, Wis., 
due to the substantial number of sched¬ 
uled flights into and out of the Green Bay 
terminal area, until such time as radar 
facilities become available at Green Bay. 

With respect to the comments of the 
State of North Dakota and the ATA re¬ 
garding the revocation of V-15W be¬ 
tween Aberdeen, Bismarck and Minot, 
traffic in the area is sufficiently light that 
V-15 can adequately accommodate all 
traffic between these points, and the west 
alternate is neither required for air traf¬ 
fic control purposes, nor is used suffi¬ 
ciently to warrant its retention. 

The military operations at Minot are 
predominantly jet type and any pro¬ 
peller driven military aircraft would 
normally operate over Bismarck and 
Minot at altitudes above the air carrier 
nights. The Flint Rock Oil Burner 
Route places a definite limitation on the 
use of V-15W between Minot and Bis¬ 
marck. When the Flint Rock route is in 
use V-15W cannot be used at altitudes 
below 8,000 feet. The Flint Rock route 
affects the Bismarck terminal area only 
to the extent that altitudes 6,000 feet and 
7,000 feet cannot be used for holding air¬ 
craft or for en route operations on V-2 
west of Bismarck. In addition, radar 
separation can be effected between air¬ 
craft on V-15 between Bismarck and 
Minot. 

The air route traffic control facilities 
concerned state that there is no require¬ 
ment for V-26S between Wausau and 
Green Bay, and, as stated in the notice, 
the peak day count indicated that little 


use is made of this segment. However, 
the Wausau, Wis., control area extension 
provides controlled airspace through 
which this segment of V-26S extends, 
therefore, IFR traffic may be routed 
through this airspace if desirable. 

The FAA has determined that there 
is a requirement for the retention of the 
segment of V-78 south alternate from 
Huron, S. Dak., to Watertown, S. Dak., 
as radar coverage is presently nonexist¬ 
ent in the Huron-Watertown area, and 
the retention of this alternate segment is 
necessary for efficient air traffic control 
in this area. Retention of V-78 south 
alternate obviates the need for altering 
the Watertown control area extension. 

Accordingly, the proposals contained 
in the notice to revoke the segment of 
V-78S from Huron to Watertown, and 
the alteration of the Watertown control 
area extension are being withdrawn. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ments having been published and for 
the reasons stated herein and in the 
notice, the following actions are taken, 
effective 0001 e.s.t., January 7, 1965. 

(a) Section 71.123 (29 F.R. 1009) is 
amended as follows: 

1. In V-15 “Bismarck, N. Dak., includ¬ 
ing a W alternate; to Minot, N. Dak., 
including a W alternate via INT of Bis¬ 
marck 333° and Minot 197° radials.” is 
deleted and “Bismarck, N. Dak.; to Minot, 
N. Dak.” is substituted therefor. ^ 

2. In V-21 “Cut Bank, Mont., includ¬ 
ing an E alternate and also a W alternate 
from Helena to Cut Bank direct;” is de¬ 
leted and “Cut Bank, Mont., including 
a W alternate from Helena to Cut Bank 
direct;” is substituted therefor. 

3. In V-24 “Redwood Falls, Minn., in¬ 
cluding an N alternate via INT of Water- 
town 086° and Redwood Falls 305° 
radials;” is deleted and “Redwood Falls, 
Minn.;” is substituted therefor. 

4. In V-26, “Wausau, Wis., including 
an S alternate; Green Bay, Wis., includ¬ 
ing an S alternate via INT of Wausau 
121° and Green Bay 269° radials;” is 
deleted and “Wausau, Wis.; Green Bay, 
Wis.;” is substituted therefor. 

5. In V-82 “Rochester, Minn., includ¬ 
ing an S alternate from Minneapolis to 
Rochester via INT of Minneapolis 188° 
and Rochester 319° radials;” is deleted 
and “Rochester, Minn.;” is substituted 
therefor. 

(b) Section 71.165 (29 F.R. 1073) is 
amended as follows: In the Minot, 
N. Dak., control area extension “VOR, 
including the airspace S of Minot within 
8 miles W and 6 miles E of the Bismarck, 
N. Dak., VOR 333° radial extending from 
58 miles NW of the Bismarck VOR to the 
Minot 35-mile radius area.” is deleted 
and “VOR.” is substituted therefor. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1348)) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Novem¬ 
ber 2, 1964. 

Daniel E. Barrow, 

Chief, Airspace Regulations 
and Procedures Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11384; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 64-SO-40] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FED¬ 
ERAL AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIR¬ 
SPACE, AND REPORTING POINTS 
[NEW] 

Designation of Transition Area 

On September 16, 1964, a notice of 
proposed rule making was published in 
the Federal Register (29 F.R. 12981) 
stating that the Federal Aviation Agency 
proposed to designate a transition area 
at Aiken, S.C. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making through submission of com¬ 
ments. All comments received were 
favorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing. Part 
71 [New] of the Federal Aviation Regu¬ 
lations is amended, effective 0001 e.s.t., 
January 7, 1965, as hereinafter set forth. 

In § 71.181 (29 F.R. 1160) the follow¬ 
ing transition area is added. 

Aiken, S.C. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 6-mile 
radius of the Aiken Airport (latitude 33°39'- 
10" N., longitude 81°41'25" W.); within 
2 miles each side of the 289° bearing 
from the Aiken RBN extending from the 6- 
mile radius area to 8 miles W of the RBN. 

(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a))) 

Issued in East Point, Ga., on October 
30, 1964. 

Paul H. Boatman, 
Acting Director, Southern Region. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11385; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 64-SO-61] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW] 

Alterqtion of Transition Area 

The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 71 [New] of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is to change the name of 
the airport in the description of the 
transition area in the vicinity of Rock- 
wood. Term. 

Since this amendment is editorial in 
nature and will impose no additional 
burden on any person, notice and pub¬ 
lic procedure hereon are unnecessary 
and it may be made effective upon pub¬ 
lication. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
following action is taken: 

In § 71.181 the Rockwood, Tenn., 
transition area (29 F.R. 8163) is amended 
as follows: In the text of the Rockwood, 
Tenn., transition area “Rockwood Mu¬ 
nicipal Airport” is deleted and “Fowler 
Field” is substituted therefor. 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive upon publication in the Federal 
Register. 

(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a))) 
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Issued in East Point, Ga., on October 

OQ 1Q64 

Paul H. Boatman, 
Acting Director, Southern Region. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11386; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:46 a.m.] 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter IX—Agricultural Marketing 
Service (Marketing Agreements and 
Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, Tree 
Nuts), Department of Agriculture 

[Lemon Reg. 137] 

PART 910—LEMONS GROWN IN 
CALIFORNIA AND ARIZONA 

Limitation of Handling 

§ 910.437 Lemon Regulation 137. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 910, as amended (7 CFR Part 
910; 27 FJR. 8346), regulating the han¬ 
dling of lemons grown in California and 
Arizona, effective under the applicable 
provisions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601-674), and upon the basis of 
the recommendation and information 
submitted by the Lemon Administrative 
Committee, established under the said 
amended marketing agreement and or¬ 
der, and upon other available informa¬ 
tion, it is hereby found that the limita¬ 
tion of handling of such lemons as here¬ 
inafter provided will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that 
it is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
1001-1011) because the time intervening 
between the date when information upon 
which this section is based became 
available and the time when this sec¬ 
tion must become effective in order to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act 
is insufficient, and a reasonable time is 
permitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the pro¬ 
visions hereof effective as hereinafter 
set forth. The committee held an open 
meeting during the current week, after 
giving due notice thereof, to consider 
supply and market conditions for lemons 
and the need for regulation; interested 
persons were afforded an opportunity to 
submit information and views at this 
meeting; the recommendation and sup¬ 
porting information for regulation dur¬ 
ing the period specified herein were 
promptly submitted to the Department 
after such meeting was held; the pro¬ 
visions of this section, including its ef¬ 
fective time, are identical with the afore¬ 
said recommendation of the committee^ 
and information concerning such pro¬ 
visions and effective time has been dis¬ 
seminated among handlers of such 
lemons; it is necessary, in order to ef¬ 
fectuate the declared policy of the act, to 
make this section effective during the 
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period herein specified; and compliance 
with this section will not require any 
special preparation on the part of per¬ 
sons subject hereto which cannot be 
•completed on or before the effective 
date hereof. Such committee meeting 
was held on November 3,1964. 

(b) Order. (1) The respective quan¬ 
tities of lemons grown in California and 
Arizona which may be handled during 
the period beginning at 12:01 a.m., P.s.t., 
November 8, 1964, and ending at 12:01 
a.m., P.s.t., November 15,1964, are hereby 
fixed as follows: 

(1) District 1: Unlimited movement; 

(ii) District 2: 106,950 cartons; 

(iii) District 3: 106,950 cartons. 

(2) As used in this section, “handled,” 
“District 1,” “District 2,” “District 3,” 
and “carton” have the same meaning 
as when used in the said amended mar¬ 
keting agreement and order. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: November 5,1964. 

Paul A. Nicholson, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11449; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:49 a.m.] 

Title 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter I—Civil Service Commission 

PART 732—PERSONNEL SECURITY 
AND RELATED PROGRAMS 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

The heading for Part 732, the heading 
for Subpart D of Part 732, § 732.401(a), 
and the citation of authority for Sub¬ 
part D of Part 732 have been revised to 
show the applicability to actions involv¬ 
ing the interest of the United States and 
loyalty grounds in addition to those in¬ 
volving the interest of national security. 

Subpart D—Security and Related 
Determinations 

§ 732.401 Reemployment eligibility of 
certain former Federal employees. 

(a) Request. A former civilian officer 
or employee who was terminated, or who 
resigned while suspended or while 
charges were pending, from a depart¬ 
ment or agency of the Government un¬ 
der a statute or executive order author¬ 
izing termination in the interest of 
national security, in the interest of the 
United States, or on grounds relating to 
loyalty, and authorizing the Commission 
to determine his eligibility for employ¬ 
ment in another department or agency of 
the Government, may request the Com¬ 
mission in writing to determine whether 
he is eligible for employment in another 
department or agency of the Govern¬ 
ment. 

***** 

(Sec. 732.401 issued under R.S. 1753, sec. 2, 
22 Stat. 403, as amended; 5 U.S.C. 631, 633; 
E.O. 10577, 19 F.R. 7521, 3 CFR 1954-1958 
Comp., p. 218. Interprets or applies sec. 


102(c), 61 Stat. 498, sec. 1, 64 Stat. 476, as 
amended; sec. 303, Pub. Law 88-290; 50 U.S.C. 
403(c), 5 U.S.C. 22-1; E.O. 10450, 18 F.R. 
2489, 3 CFR, 1949-1953 Comp., p. 936) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal] Mary V. Wenzel, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11424; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:49 a.m.] 


Title 9—ANIMALS AND 
ANIMAL PRODUCTS 

Chapter I—Agricultural Research 
Service, Department of Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER A—MEAT INSPECTION 
REGULATIONS 

PART 1—definitions 
part 9—ante-mortem 

INSPECTION 

PART 11—disposal of diseased 
CARCASSES AND PARTS 

PART 18—REINSPECTION AND 
PREPARATION OF PRODUCTS 

Biological and Pesticide Residues in 
Meat 

On May 29, 1964, there was published 
in the Federal Register (29 F.R. 7122) a 
notice with respect to proposed amend¬ 
ments to Parts 1, 9, 11, and 18 of the 
Federal Meat Inspection Regulations (9 
CFR Parts 1, 9, 11, and 18) issued under 
the Meat Inspection Act, as amended 
and extended (21 U.S.C. 71-96) and sec¬ 
tions 306 (b) and (c) of the Tariff Act 
of 1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 1306 (b) 
and (c)). After due consideration of all 
relevant matters with respect to the pro¬ 
posals, and under the authorities cited 
above, said regulations are hereby 
amended as follows: 

1. A new § l.l(cc) is added to read: 

§ 1.1 Definitions. 

* * * * * 

(cc) Biological residues. Any sub¬ 
stance, including metabolites, remaining 
in the animal at time of slaughter or in 
any of its tissues after slaughter, as the 
result of treatment or exposure of the 
animal to a pesticide, metallic or other 
inorganic compound, hormone, hormone¬ 
like substance, growth promoter, antibi¬ 
otic, anthelmintic, tranquilizer, or other 
therapeutic or prophylactic agent. 

2. A new § 9.19 is added to read: 

§ 9.19 Animals suspected of having bio¬ 
logical residues. 

Animals suspected of having been 
treated with or exposed to any substance 
in a manner that may impart a biological 
residue that may make the edible tissues 
of the animal unwholesome or otherwise 
unfit for human food shall be marked 
“U.S. Suspect.” The animals shall be 
held under the custody of a Division em¬ 
ployee or other responsible official supei - 
vision until it can be expected that meta¬ 
bolic processes have reduced the residue 
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sufficiently to make the tissues of the 
animals fit for human food. 

3. A new § 11.42 is added to read: 

§ 11.42 Biological residues: disposition. 

Carcasses, organs or other parts of 
animals shall be condemned if they are 
determined to be unwholesome or other¬ 
wise unfit for human food because of the 
presence of any biological residue. The 
Director of Division shall issue to the 
inspectors instructions specifying the 
standards and procedures for making 
this determination. Copies of such in¬ 
structions will be made available to inter¬ 
ested persons upon request made to the 
Director. 

4. A new § 18.18 is added to read: 

§ 18.18 Pesticide residues and other bio¬ 
logical residues in meat food prod¬ 
ucts. 

(a) Non-meat ingredients. Residues 
of pesticides in or on ingredients other 
than meat used in the formulation of 
meat food products shall not be such as 
to make the meat food products unwhole¬ 
some or otherwise unfit for human food 
and shall not exceed levels permitted 
under Federal law applicable to such 
ingredients. 

(b) Meat food products. Finished 
meat food products shall not bear or 
contain residues of pesticides or other 
biological residues that make the prod¬ 
ucts unwholesome or otherwise unfit for 
human food. 

(c) Standards and procedures. In¬ 
structions specifying the standards and 
procedures for determining when ingre¬ 
dients or finished meat food products are 
in compliance with this section shall be 
issued to the inspectors by the Director 
of Division. Copies of such instructions 
will be made available to interested per¬ 
sons upon request made to the Director. 

(34 Stat. 1264, 46 Stat. 689, as amended; 19 
TJ.S.C. 1306, 21 U.S.C. 89, 19 F.R. 74, as 
amended) 

The increase in the development and 
use of certain pesticides, hormones, 
hormone-like substances, growth pro¬ 
moters, antibiotics, anthelmintics, tran¬ 
quilizers, and other therapeutic or pro¬ 
phylactic drugs requires rigid restrictions 
to prevent harmful residue levels in meat 
and meat food products prepared from 
exposed or treated animals and plants. 
The foregoing amendments of the Meat 
Inspection Regulations formalize general 
policies and provide for standards and 
procedures to assure that meat and meat 
food products prepared under Federal 
meat inspection are wholesome and 
otherwise fit for human food. They 
make no substantive change in present 
operating requirements. The amend¬ 
ments vary in some respects from the 
Proposals set forth in the notice of rule 
making. The variations are due to 
changes made pursuant to comments re¬ 
ceived with respect to the notice. It 
appears that further public rule making 
procedure with respect to the amend¬ 
ments would not make additional infor- 
mation available to the Department. 
Therefore, under section 4 of the Ad- 
- ti ve Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 
1003 ) it is found upon good cause that 
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further public rule making procedure on 
the amendments is unnecessary and im¬ 
practicable and good cause is found for 
making the amendments effective less 
than 30 days after their publication in 
the Federal Register. 

The amendments shall become effec¬ 
tive upon publication in the Federal 
Register. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 4th day 
of November 1964. 

B. T. Shaw, 
Administrator , 

Agricultural Research Service. 

[F.R. Doc 64-11431; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:49 a.m.] 


SUBCHAPTER C— INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION 
OF ANIMALS AND POULTRY 

part 74—SCABIES IN SHEEP 
Interstate Movement 

Pursuant to the provisions of sections 
4 through 7 of the Act of May 29, 1884, as 
amended, sections 1 and 2 of the Act of 
February 2, 1903, as amended, and sec¬ 
tions 1 through 4 of the Act of March 3, 
1905, as amended (21 U.S.C. 111-113, 
115, 117, 120, 121, 123-126), §§74.2 and 
74.3 of Part 74, Subchapter C, Chapter I, 
Title 9, Code of Federal Regulations, as 
amended (29 F.R. 14053), are hereby 
further amended in the following 
respects: 

1. Subparagraph (1) of § 74.2(a) is 
hereby amended to read as follows, and 
a new subparagraph (5) is added to 
§ 74.2(a): 

§ 74.2 Designation of free and infected 

areas. 

(a) * * * 

(1) Alabama, Alaska, Arizona, Arkan¬ 
sas, California, Colorado, Connecticut, 
Delaware, District of Columbia, Florida, 
Georgia, Hawaii, Idaho, Illinois, Ken¬ 
tucky, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Mississippi, Montana, Nevada, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New Mexico, 
New York, North Carolina, North Dakota, 
Oklahoma, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Puerto 
Rico, Rhode Island, South Carolina, 
South Dakota, Texas, Utah, Vermont, 
Virginia, Virgin Islands of the United 
States, Washington, Wisconsin, and 
Wyoming; 

***** 

(5) All counties in Ohio except Logan. 

***** 

2. A new subparagraph (5) is added to 
§ 74.3(a) to read: 

§ 74.3 Designation of eradication areas. 

(a) * * * 

(5) The following county in Ohio: 
Logan. 

***** 

(Secs. 4-7, 23 Stat. 32, as amended, secs. 1, 2, 
32 Stat. 791-792, as amended, secs. 1-4, 33 
Stat. 1264, as amended, 1265, as amended; 21 
U.S.C. 111-113, 115, 117, 120, 121, 123-126; 
19 F.R. 74, as amended) 

Effective date. The foregoing amend¬ 
ments shall become effective upon pub¬ 
lication in the Federal Register. 
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The amendments add the County of 
Logan in the State of Ohio to the list of 
infected and eradication areas and de¬ 
lete such county from the list of free 
areas as sheep scabies is known to exist 
therein. After the effective date of these 
amendments, the restrictions pertaining 
to the interstate movement of sheep from 
or into infected and eradication areas as 
contained in 9 CFR Part 74, as amended, 
will apply to such county. 

The amendments impose certain re¬ 
strictions necessary to prevent the spread 
of scabies, a communicable disease of 
sheep, and must be made effective im¬ 
mediately in order to accomplish their 
purpose in the public interest. Accord¬ 
ingly, under section 4 of the Administra¬ 
tive Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 1003), it is 
found upon good cause that notice and 
other public procedure with respect to 
the amendments are impracticable and 
contrary to the public interest, and good 
cause is found for making the amend¬ 
ments effective less than 30 days after 
publication in the Federal Register. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 4th 
day of November 1964. 

B. T. Shaw, 
Administrator , 

Agricultural Research Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11432; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:49 a.m.] 

Title 12—BANKS AND BANKING 

Chapter I—Bureau of the Comptroller 
of the Currency, Department of the 
Treasury 

PART 1—INVESTMENT SECURITIES 
REGULATION 

Bonds of Dormitory Authority of 
State of New York 

§ 1.159 Bonds of the Dormitory Au¬ 
thority of the State of New York. 

(a) Request. The Comptroller of the 
Currency has been requested to rule as 
to the application of the ten percent 
investment limitation of paragraph 
Seventh of 12 U.S.C. 24 to bonds issued 
by the Dormitory Authority of the State 
of New York and whether this limitation 
may be separately applied to the aggre¬ 
gate bonds of each college for which the 
Authority has issued bonds, or whether, 
all bonds issued by the Authority for 
various colleges in New York must be 
combined in applying this limitation. 

(b) Opinion. (1) As was noted in 
our ruling of September 14, 1962, relat¬ 
ing to the eligibility for investment by 
National Banks in the $8,630,000 Dormi¬ 
tory Authority of the State of New York, 
3.60 percent Dormitory Revenue Bonds 
of 1957 (State University of New York), 
(12 CFR 1.115) the Authority is a pub¬ 
lic benefit corporation, created in 1944 
to provide dormitories and related fa¬ 
cilities at colleges in the State of New 
York. The bonds issued by the Author¬ 
ity to help finance the construction of 
dormitories and related facilities of a 
particular college are, in each instance, 
payable solely from the revenue derived 
from the lease of such facilities by the 
Authority to the particular college. 
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(2) The Authority, although the is¬ 
suer and nominal obligor of these bonds, 
is a conduit through which the individual 
colleges make payment of the bonds is¬ 
sued for their respective benefit and for 
which they are the sole source of repay¬ 
ment. Whether the bonds issued for a 
particular college are eligible for invest¬ 
ment by National Banks must be deter¬ 
mined by an analysis of the ability of the 
particular college to perform all that it 
undertakes to perform in connection with 
the bonds, including all debt service re¬ 
quirements, and of the marketability of 
such bonds as required by § 1.5. 

(c) Ruling . Accordingly, in applying 
the ten percent investment limitation of 
paragraph Seventh of 12 U.S.C. 24 and 
of § 1.6, to bonds issued by the Dormi¬ 
tory Authority of the State of New York, 
such limitation may be applied sepa¬ 
rately to bonds issued for a particular 
college when such bonds are repayable 
solely by that particular college. In 
these circumstances, the college is the 
obligor within the meaning of § 1.6(a). 

Dated: November 3,1964. 

[seal] James J. Saxon, 

Comptroller of the Currency. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11411; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:48 a.m.] 


PART 8—ASSESSMENT OF FEES; NA¬ 
TIONAL BANKS, DISTRICT OF CO¬ 
LUMBIA BANKS 

This revision, issued pursuant to the 
authority contained in R.S. 5240, as 
amended, 12 U.S.C. 482; sec. 3, 47 Stat. 
1566, 26 D.C. Code 102, prescribing the 
assessment of fees upon National Banks 
and all banks located in the District of 
Columbia, is essentially a clarification of 
the presently existing schedule of assess¬ 
ments and does not impose new fees at 
variance with existing practice. For this 
reason, notice and delayed effectiveness 
are unnecessary and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest. Accordingly, this revision 
will be effective upon publication. 

Part 8, Chapter I, Title 12, of the Code 
of Federal Regulations of the United 
States of America is revised to read as 
follows: 

Sec. 

8.1 Scope and application. 

8.2 Semiannual assessment rate. 

8.3 Daily rate for investigations. 

8.4 Filing fee for applications for approval 

of mergers. 

8.5 Daily rate for examinations of affiliates. 

8.6 Daily rate for trust examinations. 

8.7 Daily rate for investigations of applica¬ 

tions for trust powers. 

Authority: The provisions of this Part 8 
issued under R.S. 5240, as amended, 12 U.S.C. 
482; section 3, 47 Stat. 1566, 26 D.C. Code 102. 

§ 8.1 Scope and application. 

The assessments contained in this part 
are made pursuant to the authority con¬ 
tained in R.S. 5240, as amended, 12 U.S.C. 
482, and in section 3, 47 Stat. 1566, 26 
D.C. Code 102. 

§ 8.2 Semiannual assessment rate. 

The semiannual assessment rate is a 
basic assessment of $100 plus four cents 
per $1,000 of total assets. 


§ 8.3 Daily rate for investigations. 

The assessment rate for investigations 
of applications for new banks, or new 
branches of banks, or changes in loca¬ 
tions of branches is $100 a day for the 
Examiner-in-charge and $50 a day for 
each additional Examiner plus the ex¬ 
penses of each Examiner. The same as¬ 
sessment rate applies to miscellaneous 
investigations. 

§ 8.4 Filing fee for applications for ap¬ 
proval of mergers. 

A filing fee of $500 is assessed for each 
application for approval of a merger, 
consolidation, or purchase of assets and 
assumption of liabilities. 

§ 8.5 Daily rate for examinations of af¬ 
filiates. 

The assessment rate for examinations 
of affiliates is $100 a day for the Exam- 
iner-in-charge and $50 a day for each 
additional Examiner plus the expenses 
of each Examiner. 

§ 8.6 Daily rate for trust examinations. 

The assessment rate for trust examina¬ 
tions is $100 a day for the Representa¬ 
tive in Trusts in charge of the examina¬ 
tion and $50 a day for each additional 
Representative, Associate, or Assistant in 
Trusts, but no charge shall be made for 
Associates or Assistants in Trusts who 
have been in the employ of the Office of 
the Comptroller of the Currency for less 
than three months. The assessment 
rate for a trust examination conducted 
by an Associate in Trusts is $50 a day. 
The minimum assessment rate for the 
examination of a trust department is $25. 

§ 8.7 Daily rale for investigations of ap¬ 
plications for trust powers. 

The assessment rate for investigations 
of applications for trust powers is $100 a 
day for the Representative in Trusts in 
charge of the investigation and $50 a day 
for each additional Representative, As¬ 
sociate, or Assistant in Trusts plus the 
expenses of personnel conducting the 
investigation. 


Subpart D—Procurement Responsi¬ 
bility and Authority 

Section 1001.464 is amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 1001.464 Delegation to Commander, 
Air Training Command. 

In addition to the authorities dele¬ 
gated to him as a commander of a major 
air command, the Commander, ATC, has 
been authorized by the Director of Pro¬ 
curement and Production, Hq AFLC, to 
exercise the authority to authorize ATC 
contracting officers to enter into bail¬ 
ment agreements, and amendments 
thereto for loaning Government property 
to AF contractors for some specific pur¬ 
pose in connection with AF contracts 
when it has been determined that: 

(a) The bailment is necessary in the 
interest of the national defense. 

(b) It will not adversely affect the 
competitive aspect of procurement. 

(c) The property is not available to 
the contractor in the open market within 
the time requirements of the Air Force. 

(1) The authority may be redelegated 
not below the level of a staff officer re¬ 
sponsible for procurement in the first 
echelon of command immediately sub¬ 
ordinate to Hq ATC. 

Subpart G—Small Business Concerns 

A new Subpart G is added as follows: 


Dated: November 2, 1964. 

[seal] James J. Saxon, 

Comptroller of the Currency. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11412; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:48 a.m.] 


Title 32—NATIONAL DEFENSE 

Chapter VII—Department of the Air 
Force 

SUBCHAPTER W—AIR FORCE PROCUREMENT 
INSTRUCTION 

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS TO 
SUBCHAPTER 

Subchapter W of Title 32 is amended 
as follows: 

PART 1001—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Subpart B—Definition of Terms 
§ 1001.201-1 [Amended] 

In § 1001.201-1 amend the symbol 
"APRFE” to read “APRE ” 


Subpart G—Small Business Concerns 

Sec. 

1001.704 Small business officials. 

1001.704-3 Small business specialists. 
1001.706 Set-asides. 

1001.706- 1 General. 

1001.706- 3 Review, withdrawal, or modifica¬ 

tion of set-asides or set-aside 
proposals. 

1001.707- 4 Responsibility for reviewing the 

subcontracting program. 

1001.707- 5 Reports on DD Form 1140-1. 

Authority: The provisions of this Subpart 
G issued under sec. 8012, 70A Stat. 488; secs. 
2301-2314, 70A Stat. 127-133; 10 U.S.C. 8012, 
2301-2314. 

§ 1001.704 Small business officials. 

§ 1001.704-3 Small business specialists. 

(a) An Executive for Small Business 
shall be appointed at each major air 
command headquarters to assure the 
effective implementation of the small 
business and labor surplus area pro¬ 
grams of procuring activities and con¬ 
tract management activities under the 
jurisdiction of the Command Head¬ 
quarters. The Executive for Small Busi¬ 
ness at Headquarters AFLC will provide 
guidance to all major air commands 
other than AFSC. An Assistant for 
Small Business shall be appointed in 
each Contract Management Region to 
exercise staff surveillance over the Small 
Business and Labor Surplus Area Pro¬ 
grams of Contract Management Districts, 
Contract Management Offices, and An 
Force Plant Representative Offices witn- 
in the geographical boundaries of tn 
Region. 

(b) At Air Force procuring activities, 
a copy of each PR and incoming M 
will be furnished to the small bus ness 
specialist simultaneously with its lelease 
to the buyer. The buyer, prior to soiici- 
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tation, on procurements estimated to 
be over $2,500 will contact the small busi¬ 
ness specialist in the most expeditious 
manner and inform him as to the pro¬ 
posed procurement plan. If the small 
business specialist concurs, the appro¬ 
priate entries will be made on AFPI Form 
46 and a signed copy furnished to the 
buyer. If the small business specialist 
does not concur with the proposed pro¬ 
curement plan, appropriate recommen¬ 
dations will be made to the buyer. If 
agreement is not reached, final decision 
will be made by the director of procure¬ 
ment and production at AFLC AMAs or 
comparable official at other Air Force 
procuring activities. A copy of AFPI 
Form 46 reflecting final agreement will 
be a permanent part of the procurement 
file for the information of reviewing 
authority. 

§ 1001.706 Set-asides. 

§ 1001.706—1 General. 

(a) If circumstances permit the use of 
Pre-invitation Notices (see § 2.205-6 of 
this title and § 1002.205-4 (c) of this 
subchapter) and the Commerce Business 
Daily prior to issuing IFBs or RFPs, the 
small business definition for that par¬ 
ticular procurement will be included in 
the Pre-invitation Notice and in the 
transmittal to the Department of Com¬ 
merce. Prospective suppliers will be 
required to state in their replies to the 
Pre-invitation Notices whether they 
qualify as small business according to 
that definition. In such cases no de¬ 
termination as to the applicability of 
a set-aside will be made until the replies 
to the Pre-invitation Notices have been 
reviewed to determine the extent of 
available competition. 

§ 1001.706-3 Review, withdrawal, or 
modification of set-asides or set- 
aside proposals. 

(a) and (b) No implementation. 

(c) The chief of the small business 
office will act as arbitrator in any dis¬ 
agreement that may result from recom¬ 
mendations made by the Small Business 
Ajdministration and if necessary will 
obtain a decision from the director of 
procurement and production at AFLC 
AMAs or comparable official at other 
Air Force procuring activities. 


§ 1001.707—4 Responsibility for revic 
mg the subcontracting program. 

(a) and Ch) No implementation. 

(c) Immediately after award of a co 
tract containing the clause in § 1.707 
b) or § 1.805-3 (b) of this title or bol 
the contracting officer will fill in t 
basic information on AFPI Form 1 R 
f ° r Determination of Responsib 
ity for Contractor’s Small Business Pr 

AFSC SSL”* ? With fiv e copies 
FSC < SCK-4). An additional copy w 

5? in the contract file. SCK- 

m!i! SC L Wi11 determine which depar 
ment has been assigned the responsibili 
for i eviewing the contractor’s small bus 

tract.inp'n lab0r surplus area subco: 
trading programs according to §§ 1 70 

this title and will e: 
the 1st Indorsement on APi 
2 ™, 1 ’ as appropriate, if none of tl 
departments have been assigned the r 


sponsibility, SCK-4 will send AFPI Form 
1 to the Air Force Small Business Ad¬ 
visor (AFSPP-B), Hq USAF, who will 
return it to SCK-4 with a 2d Indorse¬ 
ment appropriately filled in. 

(d) Promptly upon receipt of the 
name of a subcontractor who will par¬ 
ticipate in the small business and labor 
surplus area subcontracting program ac¬ 
cording to the clauses in §§ 1.707-3 (b) 
and 1.805-3 (b) of this title, the adminis¬ 
trative contracting officer will fill out 
AFPI Form 1 and follow the procedure in 
paragraph (c) of this section. 

(e) See § 1003.903-3(a) of this sub¬ 
chapter. 

§ 1001.707-5 Reports on DD Form 
1140-1. 

The small business specialist in the 
CMD/CMO will arrange with contrac¬ 
tors to have the original monthly report 
sent directly to the DOD as prescribed, 
and three copies sent directly to him. 
He will forward two copies to the Assist¬ 
ant for Small Business at the CMR who 
will forward one copy to the Executive 
for Small Business at AFSC (SCK-4). 
The small business specialist in the 
CMD/CMO will be responsible for timely 
action on the submission of DD Form 
1140-1 on the part of plants whose de¬ 
fense small business subcontracting pro¬ 
grams have been assigned to the cogni¬ 
zance of the Air Force. 

Subpart H—Labor Surplus Area 
Concerns 

Revise §§ 1001.800 and 1001.803, the 
latter having a new second sentence in¬ 
serted, as follows: 

§ 1001.800 Scope of subpart. 

See Subpart G, Part 1 of this title and 
Subpart G of this part. 

§ 1001.803 Application of policy. 

A copy of each PR with an estimated 
value of $300,000 or more will be for¬ 
warded by the director of procurement 
and production at AFLC AMAs, the chief, 
procurement and production office at 
AFSC divisions or the deputy for procure¬ 
ment at AFSC centers direct to SAF-IL 
(Special Assistant for Economic Utiliza¬ 
tion Policy) Room 4D-865, Pentagon, 
Washington, D.C., 20330, with a cover 
letter describing the kind of procure¬ 
ment action contemplated (i.e., competi¬ 
tive, sole source follow-on, etc.); and a 
statement as to whether a partial set- 
aside for labor surplus area concerns will 
be applied (§ 1.804 of this title) and if 
not, why not. Covering letter are not re¬ 
quired for R&D procurements, but a copy 
of the PR will be marked “R&D” in 
large red print and forwarded to SAF-IL. 
If procurement action is to be taken by 
an activity other than the one which 
forwards the PR to SAF-IL, that fact 
should be indicated in the covering letter, 
and the procuring activity identified. 
The activity that will take the procure¬ 
ment action is then responsible for fur¬ 
nishing the foregoing information to 
SAF-IL. The PRs and the covering 
letter will be forwarded to SAF-IL at 
least 10 work days prior to any Source 
Selection Board or other action leading 
to source selection to permit SAF-IL 


sufficient time to make any labor surplus 
area recommendations deemed necessary. 

Subpart M—Transportation 

In § 1001.1306(c) amend the shipping 
address to read as follows: 

§ 1001.1306 Consignment and marking 
instructions. 

***** 

(c) * * * Transportation Officer, 
MOAMA (MOST), Marked for: AFD 
2010 FSC 6740, Contract AF 33 (6001- 
40919), Brookley AFB Ala 36615. 

* * * * * 


PART 1003—PROCUREMENT BY 
NEGOTIATION 

Subpart C—Determinations and 
Findings 

1. In § 1003.301(c), the words “con¬ 
tract signature” are changed to “obli¬ 
gation” in the third sentence. This 
paragraph now reads as follows: 

§ 1003.301 Nature of determinations 
and findings. 

***** 

(c) Under current laws and regula¬ 
tions governing negotiated procurements 
in which a Secretarial Determinations 
and Findings is required, such Deter¬ 
minations and Findings must be exe¬ 
cuted before a Request for Proposal can 
be issued by the Air Force, or negotia¬ 
tions otherwise begun. At that early 
stage of a research and development 
program the technical aspects of the 
program often have not been determined 
sufficiently to permit final technical ap¬ 
proval by SAF-RD. Consequently, in 
any case where a Determination and 
Findings under 10 U.S.C. 2304(a) (11) 
C§ 3.211 of this titled) is approved with 
only preliminary approval as to techni¬ 
cal validity, the procuring activity must 
obtain specific notification of final tech¬ 
nical approval by SAF-RD prior to obli¬ 
gation. Similar technical approval must 
be obtained for any subsequent exten¬ 
sion of the period of contract perform¬ 
ance beyond that previously approved, or 
for any substantial change in the nature 
or extent of the work authorized. Where 
doubt exists as to extent of authoriza¬ 
tion, clarification should be sought. This 
approval will be furnished to the con¬ 
tracting officer by direction/authoriza¬ 
tion from Hq USAF, which will site ap¬ 
proval by SAF-RD, reference the perti¬ 
nent Determinations and Findings and 
outline any restrictions which may be 
imposed on the procurement. 

***** 

2.. Section 1003.303 is amended by re¬ 
designating the first paragraph as (a) (1) 
and adding subparagraphs (2) and (3). 

This section now reads as follows: 

§ 1003.303 Determinations and findings 
below the Secretarial level. 

(a)(1) The authority to make deter¬ 
minations and findings under § 3.303 
(a) (1) of this title is limited to Head of 
the Procuring Activity AFSC/AFLC. 

(2) No implementation. 
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(3) All AFLC field procurement activ¬ 
ities (including base procurement activ¬ 
ities) , APRE, APRPE and all procuring 
activities of major commands (whose 
procurement authority is derived from 
an AFLC delegation) will submit each 
proposed Determinations and Findings 
to use a Cost-Plus-Fixed-Fee contract 
for approval to Hq AFLC (MCP) through 
(MCPC). 


PART 1016—PROCUREMENT FORMS 

Subpart C—Purchase and Delivery 
Order Forms 

Add new §§ 1016.350 and 1016.350-1 
as follows: 

§ 1016.350 Auxiliary forms. 

§ 1016.350-1 AFPI forms. 

AFPI Form 92, Expedite/Followup, 
Postal Card: See § 1054.3004 of this sub¬ 
chapter. Where it is considered neces- 
say to obtain a vendor’s acknowledg¬ 
ment of receipt of an Order For Supplies 
or Services (DD Form 1155) AFPI Form 
92 may be used. 


PART 1030—APPENDIXES TO AIR 
FORCE PROCUREMENT INSTRUC¬ 
TION 

Appendix E is amended as follows: 

1. In Part II: 

a. Revise paragraphs E-213.50, E- 
214.53, E-216, and E-219. 

b. In paragraph E-214 delete the text. 

2. In Part III revise paragraphs E-303 
and E-315. 

§ 1030.5 Appendix E— Contract Financ¬ 
ing. 

♦ * * * * 

Part II — Basic Policies 
• * * * * 

E-213.50 Responsibilities, (a) The Chief, 
Contract Division in each CMD/AFPRO, will 
obtain financial information from con¬ 
tractors doing business with the Air Force 
and on a company for which an FCR is being 
completed when adequate data is not avail¬ 
able from published sources. OAR will ob¬ 
tain financial information from contractors 
for contracts which are being administered 
solely by OAR. When contractors, under 
AFSC administration, also have contracts ad¬ 
ministered by OAR, financial surveillance will 
be done by AFSC. Forward an original or 
a signed copy of each item of financial data 
to AFSC (SCKPF) as soon as received from 
companies or from internal Air Force sources. 
An additional copy will be forwarded to Hq 
USAF (AFSPP) on those companies receiving 
Government financial assistance in the form 
of progress payments, advance payments or 
guaranteed loan and companies reported 
under the requirements of paragraph E-216 
(f), except from contractors on the approved 
“Prior Financial Clearance List.” (See para¬ 
graph E-214.53.) 

(b) Buyers, price analysts, or others will 
not request financial data from contractors 
or prospective contractors other than cost 
data for use in pricing contracts. Require¬ 
ments for such information or analysis will 
be requested from the Financial Branch, Hq 
AFSC (SCKPF) or the cognizant CMD/ 
AFPRO, whichever is nearer. 

(c) Procurement personnel who receive 
financial data direct will forward it to 
SCKPF or the cognizant CMD/AFPRO which¬ 
ever is nearer. 

***** 


E-214.53 Financial files. Hq AFSC 
(SCKPF) will maintain complete financial 
files on Air Force contractors. 

* * * * * 

E-216 Reporting of adverse developments; 
prompt decisions, (a) The prompt report¬ 
ing of adverse developments is essential for 
the protection of Air Force financial inter¬ 
est. Surveillance shall be maintained over 
all contractors who have been authorized 
progress payments, advanced payments or 
guaranteed loans. Such surveillance should 
include frequent visits to the contractor’s 
plant, obtaining current financial statements 
and information concerning backlog, pro¬ 
duction problems and other pertinent facts. 
Production, quality control, financial, audi¬ 
tor and cognizant personnel will report perti¬ 
nent facts to the ACO who will take what¬ 
ever protective or remedial course of action 
is open to him. The ACO will report the 
situation in full to the procuring contract¬ 
ing officer with recommendations for addi¬ 
tional action through normal channels by 
the most expeditious means. The PCO will 
take whatever action is proper, prudent, and 
in the best interest of the Government. 

(b) All echelons will take whatever action 
they can within their scope of authority and 
will recommend any necessary additional 
action by higher authority to protect the 
interest of the Government. The interest 
of the Government may be better fostered 
by providing additional financial assistance 
and the advisability of recommending addi¬ 
tional assistance should be given due weight 
in the light of the existing situation. All 
action will be governed by the need for con¬ 
tinued production. The cost of reprocure¬ 
ment, the loss of production time, and the 
essentiality of the procurement should be 
evaluated against any risks of monetary loss 
that may be involved in recommending ad¬ 
ditional financial assistance or continuing 
existing assistance. 

(c) The ACO will promptly report known 
adverse developments through established 
channels to AFSC (SCKPF) with copy di¬ 
rectly to Hq USAF (AFSPP). The report 
will describe the adverse development, its 
expected impact upon continued satisfactory 
production by a contractor or subcontractor, 
remedial or protective measures taken, and 
recommend a course of action. 

(d) SCKPF, Hq AFSC, will explore the 
matter fully and take appropriate action 
within the limits of its authority. If the 
adverse development involves a contractor 
or subcontractor having a bank loan guar¬ 
anteed by the Air Force, a progress payment 
or an advance payment, SCKPF will describe 
the adverse development fully, its expected 
impact upon continued satisfactory produc¬ 
tion, remedial actions taken by SCKPF and 
lower echelons, and recommended additional 
action by higher authority in an electrically 
transmitted message or airmail letter to Hq 
USAF (AFSPP). 

(e) All echelons will take timely appro¬ 
priate protective or remedial action when an 
adverse development occurs. Requests for 
information received by AFSC activities di¬ 
rectly from the Secretarial level of the Air 
Force will be handled as expeditiously as 
possible. Complete coordinated responses 
will be forwarded, through channels, over 
the signature of the Chief or Deputy €hief, 
Pricing Division (SCKPF), Hq AFSC. In the 
interest of accuracy and completeness, tele¬ 
phonic response will not be made unless 
requested. If telephonic response is made, 
the substance of the inquiry and the reply 
will be reduced to writing and forwarded by 
the Chief or Deputy Chief (SCKPF), Hq 
AFSC to Hq USAF (AFSPP) for information. 

(f) In addition to the above paragraph, 
the Chief, Contract Division in each CMD 
will arrange for the preparation of a report 
as of the end of January, April, July, and 
October of Air Force contractors under the 
jurisdiction of the CMD who have or are de¬ 


veloping serious financial problems because 
of production or other difficulties. (Also see 
paragraph E-212). The report will be sub¬ 
mitted by the CMD through the CMR to 
reach AFSC (SCKPF), by the 15th of Feb¬ 
ruary, May, August and November, respec¬ 
tively. The report (RCS: AFSC-N66) will 
show, with respect to each contractor re¬ 
ported on: (1) The nature of the contrac¬ 
tor’s financial difficulty, (2) factors involved, 
(3) subsequent changes, if any, in the condi¬ 
tion, (4) significant financial changes that 
have taken place or can reasonably be ex¬ 
pected to occur as a result of the difficulties 
experienced, and (5) constructive measures 
taken, contemplated, or recommended as 
necessary to protect the interests of the 
Government. The narrative report will be 
classified “For Official Use Only.” Two copies 
of the list of contractors contained in the 
AFSC N66 report will be furnished to the 
small business specialist in the CMD, one 
of which will be forwarded by him to the 
assistant for small business at CMR head¬ 
quarters for surveillance purposes. In addi¬ 
tion, the small business specialist will be 
given access to the full AFSC N66 report 
within the contract administration division 
of the CMD. 

***** 
E-219 Interpretations. Send written re¬ 
quests for interpretations through channels 
to Hq USAF (AFSPP). 

Part III—Guaranteed Loans 


E-303 Procedure on application of a pri¬ 
vate financing institution, (a) Authority to 
issue loan guarantees on behalf of the Air 
Force rests with the Deputy Comptroller of 


the Air Force. 

(b) The application and supporting data 
for a guaranteed loan will be received from 
the Federal Reserve Bank by Hq USAF 
(AFAAC). A copy of the supporting data is 
received by AFSC (SCKPF). 

(c) Upon receipt of the information in 
paragraph (b), SCKPF will notify the CMD 
AFPRO. The CMD/AFPRO will analyze the 
contractor’s balance sheet to insure that 
significant elements are properly represented. 
Special attention will be given to accounts 
receivable, inventories and deferred charges. 
The CMD/AFPRO will furnish SCKPF sup¬ 
porting data on a priority basis (normally 
within 5 working days). 


E-315 Procedure for certificate of eligibil¬ 
ity. (a) Certificates may be requested by 
Deputy Comptroller USAF, the Contract 
Financing Branch (AFAAF); the Department 
of the Army or Navy. Request for certifi¬ 
cates will be directed to AFSC (SCKPF) 
Andrews AFB, who will immediately collect 
and evaluate the necessary supporting data. 

(b) All procurement activities will furnish 
SCKPF supporting data on a priority basis 
(normally within 5 working days). 

(c) Utilizing the information obtained 
under paragraph E-303(c) and (a) of this 
paragraph, SCKPF will evaluate the data, 
including a financial analysis, and submit 
recommendations with supporting docu¬ 
ments to Hq USAF (AFSPP) for concurrence. 

(d) Based on the information obtained 
under (b) of this paragraph and other per¬ 
tinent analysis, AFSPP will evaluate the data 
received under (c) of this paragraph ana 
furnish recommendations to the Deputy 
Comptroller, USAF. 

(e) After authorization of a loan guar an - 
tee by the Deputy Comptroller, USAF, tne 
cognizant procurement activity having 
tract administration will be advised, 
contract administrative activity will. insu 
that proper surveillance is made of the co - 
tractor or subcontractor in accordance wi 
paragraph E-216(a). The reporting require¬ 
ments of this part are exempt under para- 
graph 7(c)(1). APR 174-1 (AF Reports 
Management System) . 
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PART 1054—CONTRACT 
ADMINISTRATION 

Subpart DD—Administration of Base 
Procurement Contracts 

A new Subpart DD is added as follows: 

§ 1054.3004 Contract administration 
procedures. 

(a) Purchase and Delivery Orders (DD 
Form 1155), requests against blanket 
purchase agreements and all definite 
quantity contracts other than construc¬ 
tion, service orders for commercial ware¬ 
housing, utility service contracts, and 
credit card purchases . Following is the 
procedure to be followed in connection 
with proper administration of the docu¬ 
ments referenced in this paragraph. 

(1) Expediting: (i) Contracting offi¬ 
cer should initiate expediting action 
sufficiently in advance of the scheduled 
delivery date to enable the contractor 
to make shipment within the scheduled 
or allotted time. Contractors within the 
local area may be queried as to whether 
or not delivery will be made on or before 
the scheduled date by telephone. How¬ 
ever, AFPI Form 92, dated November 
1963 should be used as a means of expe¬ 
diting shipment when the procurement 
is made outside the local area. Where 
past experience indicates constant com¬ 
pliance with Government scheduled de¬ 
livery dates on part of the contractor, 
the contracting officer may dispense with 
expediting action. Contract files will 
be properly annotated. 

(2) Review and follow-up action: (i) 
Files should be suspended for the day 
following the: (a) Scheduled date indi¬ 
cated on the DD Form 1155 (see § 1.305 
of this title and § 1001.305 of this sub¬ 
chapter); (b) the scheduled delivery 
date indicated on the calls placed against 
Blanket Purchase Agreements; or (c) 
the specific date(s) established for de¬ 
livery based upon date of receipt and 
acceptance of the document by the con¬ 
tractor, as evidenced by AFPI Form 29 
or certified mail procedure. 

(ii) Review and follow-up action will 
be completed daily on all files suspended 
for that day. 

(iii) When a review of a contract file 
fails to indicate evidence of shipment 
(f.o.b. origin) or delivery (f.o.b. destina¬ 
tion) by the suspense date, the receiving 
component will be contacted and if they 
verify nonreceipt of the material: (a) 
File will be identified as a delinquent file 
and (b) the contractor will be promptly 
notified of nonreceipt. However, in the 
case of certificates of conformance the 
contractor, rather than the receiving ac¬ 
tivity, will be contacted. An f.o.b. origin 
nle containing a notice, indicating ship¬ 
ment will be made after the scheduled 
delivery date, will also be identified as a 
delinquent file. The notification may 
be accomplished by AFPI Form 92, Ex- 
pedite/Follow-up, or orally. Reproduced 

* e ^ ers n °t k e used for this 
notification. A written memorandum of 
the oral conversation or of the mailing 
date of the AFPI Form 92 will be placed 
m the contract file. Care must be exer¬ 
cised to clearly indicate to the contractor 
that the government’s oral inquiry is 
merely for the purpose of ascertaining 
No. 219-3 


the reason for nonreceipt; and (c) file 
will be resuspended for further action 
not more than 10 days when initial in¬ 
quiry is made by telephone and not more 
than 10 days plus estimated transmittal 
time if written inquiry has been made. 

(iv) On bona fide contracts (other 
than request against Blanket Purchase 
Agreements or Purchase Orders on DD 
Form 1155 where acceptance has not 
been received), if the contractor fails to 
make delivery or take action to cure the 
delinquency as a result of this initial 
notification and has not adequately jus¬ 
tified such delay (for example: delin¬ 
quent delivery being wholly due to con¬ 
tractor’s fault or negligence), then the 
contracting officer will immediately take 
the action required to either: (a) Ter¬ 
minate for default when the default 
clause is included in the contract (see 
Part 8, Subpart F of this title and Part 
1008, Subpart F of this subchapter); or 

(b) terminate for Breach of Contract 
when a default clause is not included in 
the contract. 

(3) Action against habitual delin¬ 
quent contractors: (i) Requests against 
Blanket Purchase Agreements: Periodic 
reports of delinquent requests against 
Blanket Purchase Agreements should be 
used to establish trends of possible habit¬ 
ual delinquents. After a trend is estab¬ 
lished from these reports, all requests 
(completed and delinquent) placed with 
the contractor over a period of no less 
than 2 months should be reviewed and 
analyzed. If this review substantiates 
habitual delinquency on requests against 
Blanket Purchase Agreements, the con¬ 
tractor will be: (a) Furnished a detailed 
findings of the review including number 
of requests placed, percentage of delin¬ 
quency, average number of days delin¬ 
quent, etc; (b) notified that deliveries 
against requests placed during the next 
30 days will be reviewed and if delivery 
during that period is not improved, pro¬ 
curements with him through the Blanket 
Purchase Agreement method will be 
discontinued. 

(ii) Purchase orders issued on DD 
Form 1155: Individual and complete ac¬ 
tion will be taken on each delinquent 
contract according to subparagraph (2) 
(iv) of this paragraph. In addition, 
periodic reports of current delinquent 
purchase orders should be reviewed to 
establish trends of possible habitual de¬ 
linquents. After a trend is established 
from these reports, all purchase orders 
(completed and delinquent) placed with 
this contractor over a period of no less 
than 2 months should be reviewed and 
analyzed. If this review substantiates 
habitual delinquency: (a) All buyers 
within the procurement office will be 
notified that future purchase orders on 
the DD Form 1155 with said delinquent 
contractor will contain the following 
statement: “Payment will not be made 
on partial deliveries accepted by the Gov¬ 
ernment under this contract. Only one 
payment will be made upon completion 
of the contract pursuant to General Pro¬ 
vision 5 entitled ‘Payments’ (b) ven¬ 
dors written acceptance will be obtained 
on DD Form 1155s in view of the change 
in the payment provision (also see 
§ 1016.303-51 of this subchapter); and 


(c) contractor will be notified of the 
detailed findings of the review and of 
action being taken on future procure¬ 
ments on DD Form 1155. 

(iii) Action against habitual de¬ 
linquent contractors Involving other un¬ 
numbered and numbered supply con¬ 
tracts and delivery orders will be 
essentially as outlined in subdivision (ii) 
of this subparagraph to establish con¬ 
clusive evidence of habitual delinquency 
and then consideration will be given to 
possible debarment action pursuant to 
§ 1.604 of this title and § 1001.604 of this 
subchapter. 

(b) Construction and other contracts 
requiring performance on Government 
premises. Unlike the administration of 
other base procurement contracts where 
only a minimum amount of action may 
be required between the date of award 
and the expiration of the performance 
period specified in the contract, effective 
administration of these contracts de¬ 
pends upon constant and continual in¬ 
spection and observation of contractor’s 
performance, the written recording of 
the deficiencies noted and the trans¬ 
mission of these deficiencies to the con¬ 
tractor for corrective action. By im¬ 
posing on the contractor continual con¬ 
structive pressure for strict compliance 
with the terms and conditions of the 
contract, especially during the early 
stages of performance, optimum per¬ 
formance will be assured. 

(1) Preperformance conference or 
letter: The primary factor involved in 
assuring timely performance is the clear 
understanding by the contractor of his 
responsibilities under the contract and 
of the Government’s rights which can 
be imposed in areas of noncompliance. 
These responsibilities are conveyed to 
the contractor through the media of a 
preperformance conference conducted 
prior to the commencement of work. 
AFPI Form 27 sets forth important 
factors to be discussed with contractors 
at the preperformance conference. 
AFPI Form 27 will be used as follows: 

(i) Use is mandatory for contracts in 
excess of $2,500 ($2,000 for construction) 
for performance on government premises 
within the United States (e.g. construc¬ 
tion, custodial services, vehicle main¬ 
tenance) and as a check list prior to 
final payment to the contractor. 

Xii) Use is optional for contracts to be 
performed outside the United States, for 
construction contracts to be performed in 
the United States of $2,000 or less or 
other contracts of $2,500 or less. It 
may also be used for supply contracts 
requiring installation of the items pur¬ 
chased (e.g. Venetian blinds and drapes). 

(iii) The form will be checked in col¬ 
umn B after each subject has been dis¬ 
cussed. The contractor and other per¬ 
sons in attendance will sign in the spaces 
provided. The form will be placed in 
the contract file for later use as a check 
sheet prior to final payment. A copy of 
the form will be given the contractor as 
a reminder of the contractual provisions 
discussed. 

(iv) If for some uncontrollable reason 
a preperformance conference cannot be 
held, the contracting officer must write 
a letter to the contractor explaining the 
applicable items referred to in the AFPI ' 
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Form 27. When a preperformance letter 
is used in lieu of a conference, the con¬ 
tract file will be documented by: (a) A 
statement justifying the substitution and 
( b ) the copy of preperformance letter 
containing the contractor’s acknowledg¬ 
ment of receipt and his understanding of 
the responsibilities enumerated therein. 
A copy of the preperformance letter will 
be given to any other persons who would 
have reason to attend the conference 
had one been held (civil engineer, safety 
officer, security officer, etc.). 

(2) Construction Contract Progress 
Schedules: Special Provision 1-06, 
“Progress Charts, Sundays, Holidays and 
Nights,” of the contract requires con¬ 
struction contractors to prepare and sub¬ 
mit to the contracting officer for approval 
a practical and feasible progress sched¬ 
ule showing the order in which the con¬ 
tractor proposes to carry out work re¬ 
quired by the contract. For all construc¬ 
tion contracts over $10,000 this schedule, 
on AFPI Form 78, “Construction Con¬ 
tract Progress Schedule,” is required to 
be submitted to the contracting officer 
within 5 days after commencement of 
work or within such time as established 
by the contracting officer (AFPI Form 78 
is optional for use in connection with 
construction contracts in the $2,000- 
$10,000 price category awarded on Stand¬ 
ard Form 19). 

(i) Instructions to the contractor for 
preparation of AFPI Form 78 are con¬ 
tained on the reverse side. The submis¬ 
sion of the brief written report referred 
to in Paragraph 11 of the instructions 
may satisfy the requirements for weekly 
submission of progress information re¬ 
quired by SP 1-01. 

(Sec. 8012, 70A Stat. 488; 10 U.S.C. 8012. In¬ 
terpret or apply secs. 2301-2314, 70 Stat. 127- 
133; 10 U.S.C. 2301-2314) 

(Sec. 8012, 70A Stat. 488; 10 U.S.C. 8012. In¬ 
terpret or apply secs. 2301-2314, 70A Stat. 
127-133; 10 US.C. 2301-2314) [AFPI Rev. No. 
44, July 31, 1964; AFPC Nos. 39, July 31, 1964; 
40, Aug. 5, 1964; 41, Aug. 7, 1964] 

By order of the Secretary of the Air 
Force. 

Frederick A. Ryker, 

Lt. Colonel , U.S. Air Force , 
Chief , Special Activities 
Group , Office of The Judge 
Advocate General . 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11372; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:45 a.m.] 


Title 47—TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter I—Federal Communications 
Commission 

PART 0—COMMISSION 
ORGANIZATION 

Radio Operator Examination Points 

In the matter of amendment of § 0.445 
(c) of the Commission’s rules with re¬ 
gard to radio operator examination 
points. 

Order. The Commission having under 
consideration a modification of its com¬ 
mercial and amateur radio operator li¬ 
cense examination points; and 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

It appearing, that Lubbock, Texas is 
better situated than Amarillo, Texas as 
an examination point to serve the west 
central portion of that state; and 

It further appearing, that the in¬ 
creased demand for examinations at El 
Paso, Texas and the remoteness of that 
city from other examination points war¬ 
rant the conducting 6f examinations 
semi-annually instead of annually at El 
Paso; and 

It further appearing, that said changes 
in examination points and the frequency 
of examinations would be in the public 
interest; and 

It further appearing, that the amend¬ 
ment herein ordered is procedural in 
nature and not substantive and there¬ 
fore compliance with the public rule- 
making procedures required by sections 
4 (a) and (b) of the Administrative Pro¬ 
cedure Act is not required. 

It is ordered , This 28th day of October 
1964, pursuant to authority of § 0.261 of 
the Commission’s rules and to authority 
contained in sections 4(i) and 303(r) of. 
the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, and pursuant to section 3(a) of 
the Administrative Procedure Act, that 
§ 0.445(c) of the Commission’s rules be 
amended as set forth below, effective 
November 12,1964. 

(Sec. 4, 48 Stat. 1066, as amended; 47 U.S.C. 
154. Interprets or applies sec. 303, 48 Stat. 
1082, as amended; 47 U.S.C. 303) 

Released: November 3,1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary . 

Section 0.445(c) of the Commission’s 
rules is amended by (1) deleting Ama¬ 
rillo, Texas as an annual examination 
point; (2) adding Lubbock, Texas as a 
semi-annual examination point; and 

(3) changing El Paso, Texas from an 
annual to a semi-annual examination 
point. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11405; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:47 a.m.] 


PART 97—AMATEUR RADIO SERVICE 
Radio Operator Examination Points 

In the Matter of amendment of Ap¬ 
pendix 1, Part 97, regarding radio oper¬ 
ator examination points. 

Order. The Commission having under 
consideration a modification of its ama¬ 
teur radio operator license examination 
points; and 

It appearing, that Lubbock, Texas is 
better situated than Amarillo, Texas as 
an examination point to serve the west 
central portion of that state; and 

It further appearing, that the in¬ 
creased demand for examinations at El 
Paso, Texas and the remoteness of that 
city from other examination points 
warrant the conducting of examinations 
semi-annually instead of annually at El 
Paso; and 

It further appearing, that said changes 
in examination points and the frequency 
of examinations would be in the public 
interest; and 

It further appearing, that the amend¬ 
ment herein ordered is procedural in 


nature and not substantive and there¬ 
fore compliance with public rulemaking 
procedures required by sections 4(a) and 
(b) of the Administrative Procedure Act 
is not required. 

It is ordered , This 28th day of October 
1964, pursuant to authority of § 0.261 of 
the Commission’s rules, and to authority 
contained in sections 4(i) and 303 (r) of 
the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, and pursuant to section 3(a) 
of the Administrative Procedure Act, 
that Appendix 1 of Part 97 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules be amended as set forth 
below, effective November 12, 1964. 

(Sec. 4, 48 Stat. 1066, as amended; 47 U.S.C. 
154. Interprets or applies sec. 303, 48 Stat. 
1082, as amended; 47 U.S.C. 303) 

Released: November 3, 1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

Appendix 1, Part 97 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules is amended by (1) deleting 
Amarillo, Texas as an annual examina¬ 
tion point; (2) adding Lubbock, Texas 
as a semi-annual examination point; and 
(3) changing El Paso, Texas from an 
annual to a semi-annual examination 
point. 

[Fit. Doc. 64-11406; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:47 a.m.] 


Title 33—NAVIGATION AND 
NAVIGABLE WATERS 

Chapter II—Corps of Engineers, 
Department of the Army 

PART 202—ANCHORAGE 
REGULATIONS 

PART 203—BRIDGE REGULATIONS 

Key West, Fla., and Cooper River, 
N.J. 

1. Pursuant to the provisions of sec¬ 
tion 7 of the River and Harbor Act of 
March 4, 1915 (38 Stat. 1053; 33 U.S.C. 
471), § 202.189 is hereby prescribed to 
govern the use and navigation of an ex¬ 
plosives anchorage area in Man-O-War 
Harbor, Key West, Fla., effective 30 days 
after publication in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter, as follows: 

§202.189 Man-O-War Harbor, Key 
West, Fla.; naval explosives anchor¬ 
age area. 

(a) The anchorage ground. A circu¬ 
lar area with its center at latitude 24°- 
34'29.7", longitude 81°48T6.5" with a 
radius of 175 yards. The area is for use 
during periods of foul weather. 

(b) The regulations. (1) When oc¬ 
cupied by a vessel handling explosives, 
no other vessel may enter the area unless 
authorized by the enforcing agency. 

(2) Only one vessel handling explo¬ 
sives may anchor in the area at one time. 

(3) No more than 200,000 pounds net 
of high explosives or equivalent may be 
handled in the area at any one time. 

(4) The regulations in this section 
shall be enforced by the Commander, 








Saturday, November 7, 1964 


FEDERAL REGISTER 


15083 


Naval Base, Key West, Florida, and any 
other agencies he may designate. 

[Regs. Oct. 22, 1964, 1507-32 (Key West, 
Fla.)-ENGCW-ON] (Sec. 7, 38 Stat. 1053; 
33 U.S.C. 471) 

2. Pursuant to the provisions of section 
5 of the River and Harbor Act of August 
18, 1894 (28 Stat. 362; 33 U.S.C. 499), 
§ 203.225 governing the operation of 
bridges across navigable waters in the 
State of New Jersey where constant at¬ 
tendance of draw tenders is not required 
is hereby amended prescribing a new 
paragraph (f) (17-a) to govern the oper¬ 
ation of the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. 
bridge, Federal Street and Admiral Wil¬ 
son Boulevard bridges across Cooper 
River at Camden, N.J., effective 30 days 
after publication in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister, as follows: 

§ 203.225 Navigable waters in the State 
of New Jersey; bridges where con¬ 
stant attendance of draw tenders is 
not required. 

***** 

(f) The bridges to which this section 
applies, and the regulations applicable in 
each case, are as follows: * * * 

(17-a) Cooper River; Pennsylvania 
Railroad Company bridge at North River 
Avenue, Camden County highway bridge 
at Federal Street and New Jersey State 
Highway Department bridge at Admiral 
Wilson Boulevard, Camden. At least 
four hours' advance notice required. 
***** 
[Regs., Oct. 22, 1964, 1507-32 (Cooper River, 
N.J.)—ENGCW-ON] (Sec. 5, 28 Stat. 362; 33 
U.S.C. 499) 

J. C. Lambert, 

Major General , U.S. Army, 

The Adjutant General. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11373; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:45 a.m.] 






Proposed Rule Making 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

E 49 CFR Part 170 ] 

[Ex Parte No. MC-7; 95 M.C.C. 305] 

REDEFINITION OF WASHINGTON, 

D C., COMMERCIAL ZONE 

Extension of Time for Filing 
Comments 

October 29, 1964. 

Redefinition of the Washington, D.C., 
commercial zone heretofore defined in 
Ex Parte No. MC-7; Washington, D.C., 
commercial zone, 95 M.C.C. 305. 

At the request of interested persons, 
the time for filing written statements of 
data, views, and argument in favor of, or 
against, the above proposed revision of 
the limits of the Washington, D.C., com¬ 
mercial zone is extended to November 9, 
1964. The presently assigned date is No¬ 
vember 2, 1964 (29 F.R. 14413). An 
original and 5 copies of such statements 
should be filed with the Commission at 
its office at Washington, D.C. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11377; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:45 a.m.l 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

National Park Service 
[ 36 CFR Part 2 1 

COULEE DAM NATIONAL 
RECREATION AREA 

Proposed Camping Restriction 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority vested in the Secretary 
of the Interior by section 3 of the act 
of August 25, 1916 (39 Stat. 535; 16 
U.S.C. 3), it is proposed to amend 36 CFR 
2.3(a) as is set forth below. The pur¬ 
poses of this amendment are to restrict 
all camping in the Coulee Dam National 
Recreation Area to designated camp 
areas and to insure maximum protection 
to natural, historic, and scientific values. 

It is the policy of the Department of 
the Interior, whenever practicable, to 
afford the public an opportunity to par¬ 
ticipate in the rulemaking process. Ac¬ 
cordingly, interested persons may sub¬ 
mit written comments, suggestions, or 
objections with respect to the proposed 
amendments to the Director, National 
Park Service, Washington, D.C., 20240, 
within thirty days of the date of publica¬ 
tion of this notice in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister. 

Section 2.3(a) is amended to change 
the present text. As so amended § 2.3 
(a) reads as follows; 
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§ 2.3 Camping. 

(a) Camping, other than from vessels, 
is permitted only within established 
campgrounds, unless written authoriza¬ 
tion is obtained from the Superintendent 
in connection with trips to isolated sec¬ 
tions of the area: Except , That all camp¬ 
ing is restricted to established camp¬ 
grounds in Shadow Mountain and 
Coulee Dam National Recreation Areas. 
Campers must use specific campsites 
when such are delineated within an 
established campground. 

***** 
Stewart L. Udall, 
Secretary of the Interior. 

November 3, 1964. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11374; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:45 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
17 CFR Part 1044 1 

[Docket No. AO 299-A7] 

MILK IN MICHIGAN UPPER PENIN¬ 
SULA MARKETING AREA 

Notice of Recommended Decision and 
Opportunity To File Written Excep¬ 
tions on Proposed Amendments to 
Tentative Marketing Agreement 
and to Order 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), notice is hereby 
given of the filing with the Hearing Clerk 
of this recommended decision with re¬ 
spect to proposed amendments to the 
tentative marketing agreement and order 
regulating the handling of milk in the 
Michigan Upper Peninsula marketing 
area. Interested parties may file written 
exceptions to this decision with the Hear¬ 
ing Clerk, United States Department of 
Agriculture, Washington, D.C., 20250, by 
the seventh day after publication of this 
decision in the Federal Register. The 
exceptions should be filed in quadrupli¬ 
cate. All written submissions made pur¬ 
suant to this notice will be made avail¬ 
able for public inspection at the office 
of the Hearing Clerk during regular busi¬ 
ness hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)). 

Preliminary statement. The hearing 
on the record of which the proposed 
amendments as hereinafter set forth, to 
the tentative marketing agreement and 
to the order as amended, were formu¬ 
lated, was conducted at Escanaba, Mich., 
August 20, 1964, pursuant to notice 
thereof which was issued July 22, 1964 
(29 F.R. 10399). 


The material issue on the record of 
the hearing related to incorporating a 
separate Class I price provision in the 
order. 

Findings and conclusions. The fol¬ 
lowing findings and conclusions on the 
material issue are based on evidence pre¬ 
sented at the hearing and the record 
thereof: 

The Class I price provision of the Mich¬ 
igan Upper Peninsula order should be re¬ 
vised but the Class I price level should 
not be changed. To accomplish this, the 
Class I price provision of the order should 
provide a Class I price determined by a 
stated Class I differential added to a ba¬ 
sic formula price, subject to adjustments 
based on the same supply-demand ad¬ 
justment factor contained in the North¬ 
eastern Wisconsin order and presently 
effective under this order. This would 
replace the direct tie to the Northeastern 
Wisconsin order Class I price but would 
maintain the same price level. 

The monthly average price received by 
farmers for manufacturing grade milk in 
Minnesota and Wisconsin as published 
by the Department on about the fifth day 
following the month (adjusted to a 3.5 
percent butterfat basis) should be the 
basic formula price from which the Class 
I milk price is computed in this order. 
This is the same basic formula price as 
that used in the Northeastern Wisconsin 
order Class I price computation to which 
the Class I price of the Michigan Upper 
Peninsula order is now linked and is the 
price series presently used to determine 
the Class II price of the Michigan Upper 
Peninsula order. 

A method for adjusting the price to a 
3.5 percent butterfat basis must be 
adopted for the order because the Class 
I price is announced on this basis. For 
this purpose a generally recognized but¬ 
terfat value, 0.120 times the average 
wholesale price for 92-score butter at 
Chicago, should be used. This method 
of adjustment is employed under the 
Northeastern Wisconsin order to adjust 
the basic formula price and is used under 
this order to adjust the Class II price to 
a 3.5 percent butterfat basis. 

The Class I price under this order now 
is the Northeastern Wisconsin order 
Class I price, adjusted by the supply- 
demand adjustment of that order, plus a 
differential of 11 cents for plants in Zone 
1(a), 21 cents for plants in Zone 1 and 
41 cents for plants in Zone 2. 

A producer association, representing 
a majority of producers in the market, 
proposed that the order be amended to 
provide an independent formula for com¬ 
puting the Class I price. It was sup¬ 
ported in its request by two other pro¬ 
ducer associations. There was no oppo¬ 
sition to the proposal. 

A separate Class I price provision 
should be adopted in the order. This 
will more effectively accommodate op- 
eration on an independent basis. The 
pricing formula proposed herein will pro¬ 
vide such independent pricing but wiu 
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maintain the present price level by in¬ 
corporating the same basic formula and 
supply-demand adjustment now under 
the Northeastern Wisconsin order. The 
stated differential is comprised of the 
Class I differential under the Northeast¬ 
ern Wisconsin order plus the increments 
by which the present Michigan Upper Pe¬ 
ninsula order Class I prices in the three 
zones are above the Northeastern Wis¬ 
consin price. 

The Class II price provision of the or¬ 
der should be revised to refer to the basic 
formula price as the Class n price in each 
month. This is a conforming editorial 
change and does not change the Class 
II price level. 

At the hearing a producer association 
representative proposed that the Class I 
price in Zone 1 (a) be increased 10 cents 
to the level of the Zone 1 price. As jus¬ 
tification for such action, it was pointed 
out that premiums above the order mini¬ 
mum price are paid in this area by the 
association. The witness indicated, 
however, that any general Class I price 
increase in this market should not be 
made because it could disrupt price 
alignment with the Northeastern Wis¬ 
consin order. 

There is no basis for increasing the 
Zone 1(a) Class I price under the re¬ 
quirements of the Agricultural Market¬ 
ing Agreement Act of 1937, the statutory 
authority under which milk marketing 
orders are issued. This Act requires 
that prices be established at a level that 
will tend to obtain an adequate supply 
of milk to meet the fluid needs of the 
market, plus a necessary reserve for fluc¬ 
tuations in demand. 

At this time an adequate supply of milk 
is available in Zone 1(a) to meet fluid 
needs at the present price for that zone. 
In the first seven months of 1964, 67 per¬ 
cent of producer receipts at plants in 
Zone 1(a) was used for Class I sales com¬ 
pared to 74 percent in the same period a 
year earlier. For the year of 1963, 72 
percent of producer receipts in this zone 
was used for fluid purposes; down two 
percent from 1962. The reserve supply 
of milk is adequate to meet the current 
and prospective fluid needs of the mar¬ 
ket in Zone 1(a) as indicated by the 
above percentages of producer receipts 
used in Class I. Moreover, the propor¬ 
tion of milk in the zone available for 
Class I uses has continued to increase at 
a steady rate since 1962. 

A suggestion was made at the hearing 
that the supply-demand adjustment to 
the Class I price be made inoperative 
during the July-August vacation period 
of high Class I sales. However, it was 
requested that no action be taken on the 
request unless at the same time such 
action could be taken in the North¬ 
eastern Wisconsin order. 

The Northeastern Wisconsin order 
cannot be amended on the basis of this 
record. Furthermore, it is inappropriate 
to consider increasing the Michigan Up¬ 
per Peninsula order Class I price sea¬ 
sonally by eliminating the effect of the 
supply-demand adjustor. In July the 
relationship of Class I sales to producer 
receipts is normally about the same as 
he yearly average and the Class I dif¬ 


ferential is equal to the annual average 
differential. While August normally is 
the month of highest Class I sales in 
relation to producer receipts the present 
August Class I price differential is 20 
cents more than July to recognize this 
seasonal difference in supply and sales. 
Hence, there is no evidence to justify in¬ 
creasing the Class I price in July and 
August. 

Rulings on proposed findings and con¬ 
clusions. A brief and proposed findings 
and conclusions were filed by an inter¬ 
ested party. This brfef, proposed find¬ 
ings and conclusions and the evidence 
in the record were considered in making 
the findings and conclusions set forth 
above. To the extent that the suggested 
findings and conclusions filed by the 
interested party are inconsistent with 
the findings and conclusions set forth 
herein, the requests to make such find¬ 
ings or reach such conclusions are de¬ 
nied for the reasons previously stated 
in this decision. 

General findings. The findings and 
determinations hereinafter set forth are 
supplementary and in addition to the 
findings and determinations previously 
made in connection with the issuance of 
the aforesaid order and of the previously 
issued amendments thereto; and all of 
said previous findings and determina¬ 
tions are hereby ratified and affirmed, 
except insofar as such findings and 
determinations may be in conflict with 
the findings and determinations set forth 
herein. 

(a) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, and all of the terms and 
conditions thereof, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the Act; 

(b) The parity prices of milk as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the Act 
are not reasonable in view of the price 
of feeds, available supplies of feeds, and 
other economic conditions which affect 
market supply and demand for milk in 
the marketing area, and the minimum 
prices specified in the proposed market¬ 
ing agreement and the order, as hereby 
proposed to be amended, are such prices 
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, in¬ 
sure a sufficient quantity of pure and 
wholesome milk, and be in the public 
interest; and 

(c) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, will regulate the han¬ 
dling of milk in the same manner as, 
and will be applicable only to persons in 
the respective classes of industrial and 
commercial activity specified in, a mar¬ 
keting agreement upon which a hearing 
has been held. 

Recommended marketing agreement 
and order amending the order. The fol¬ 
lowing order amending the order as 
amended regulating the handling of milk 
in the Michigan Upper Peninsula mar¬ 
keting area is recommended as the de¬ 
tailed and appropriate means by which 
the foregoing conclusions may be car¬ 
ried out. The recommended marketing 
agreement is not included in this deci¬ 
sion because the regulatory provisions 
thereof would be the same as those con¬ 
tained in the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended: 


§ 1044.22 [Amended] 

1. In § 1044.22(i)(l), the reference 
“§ 1044.50” is revised to read “§ 1044.51”. 

2. Section 1044.50 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 1044.50 Basic formula price. 

The basic formula price shall be the 
average price per hundredweight for 
manufacturing grade milk, f.o.b. plants 
in Wisconsin and Minnesota, as reported 
by the Department for the month. Such 
price shall be adjusted to a 3.5 percent 
butterfat basis at the rate of the butter 
price times 0.120 and rounded to the 
nearest cent. 

3. Section 1044.51 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 1044.51 Class prices. 

Subject to the provisions of § 1044.52, 
the class prices per hundredweight for 
the month shall be as follows: 

(a) Class I milk price. The Class I 
milk price shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $0.65 
in Zone 1(a), $0.75 in Zone 1 and $0.95 in 
Zone 2 March through June; plus $1.05 
in Zone 1(a), $1.15 in Zone 1 and $1.35 in 
Zone 2 August through November; and 
plus $0.85 in Zone 1(a), $0.95 in Zone 1 
.and $1.15 in Zone 2 in all other months, 
plus or minus a supply-demand adjust¬ 
ment of not more than 24 cents. For 
plants located outside of the marketing 
area and west of Lake Michigan, the 
price (subject to § 1044.53) shall be that 
specified for Zone 1 and for plants located 
outside the marketing area and east of 
Lake Michigan, the price (subject to 
§ 1044.53) shall be that specified for 
Zone 2. The supply-demand adjustment 
shall be computed as follows: 

(1) Calculate a “current utilization 
percentage” for each month by dividing 
the total pounds of Class I milk (exclud¬ 
ing interhandler transfers) disposed of 
from fluid milk plants under the terms 
of this order and pool plants under the 
order regulating the handling of milk in 
the Northeastern Wisconsin marketing 
area (Part 1045 of this chapter) for the 
second and third preceding months into 
the total hundredweight of producer milk 
received at such plants during the same 
months, multiply by 100 and round to the 
nearest whole number; 

(2) Calculate a “net deviation per¬ 
centage” as follows: 

(i) If the current utilization percent¬ 
age is neither less than the minimum 
standard utilization percentage specified 
below, nor in excess of the maximum 
standard utilization percentage specified 
below, the net deviation percentage is 
zero; 

(ii) Any amount by which the current 
utilization percentage is less than the 
minimum standard utilization percent¬ 
age specified below is a “minus net devia¬ 
tion percentage;” and 

(iii) Any amount by which the current 
utilization percentage exceeds the maxi¬ 
mum standard utilization percentage 
specified below is a “plus net deviation 
percentage.” 
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Month for 
which price 
applies 

Month for which 
utilization is computed 

Standard 

utilization 

range 

Min¬ 

imum 

Max¬ 

imum 

January 

O ctober-No vember_ 

123 

128 

February_ 

N o vember-December... 

128 

133 

M aro.h _ 

December-J anuary- 

130 

135 

A pril 

J anuary-February_ 

133 

138 

May 

February-March_ 

135 

140 

.Tunc _ _ 

M arch-April._ 

140 

145 

July 

April-May_ 

145 

150 

August 

May-June_ 

150 

155 

September.... 

June-July- 

145 

150 

O pt.nb^r 

J uly-August_ 

130 

135 

November.... 

August-September. 

123 

128 

December_ 

September-0 ctober. 

123 

128 


(3) For a minus or a plus net deviation 
percentage the Class I price shall be in¬ 
creased or decreased, respectively, by two 
cents for each percentage unit of net 
deviation: Provided, That for each 
month, the supply-demand adjustment 
shall differ by not more than four cents 
from that calculated for the preceding 
month. 

(b) Class II milk price. The Class II 
milk price shall be the basic formula 
price for the month. 

§ 1044.63 [Amended] 

4. In § 1044.63, the reference “§ 1044.- 
50" is revised to read “§ 1044.51". 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on No¬ 
vember 3, 1964. 

Clarence H. Girard, 
Deputy Administrator, 
Regulatory Programs . 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11430; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[ 7 CFR Parts 1063, 1070, 1078, 
1079 1 

[Dockets Nos. AO 105-A17, AO 229-A9, 

AO 272-A4, AO 295-A5J 

MILK IN QUAD CITIES-DUBUQUE, 
CEDAR RAPIDS-IOWA CITY, NORTH 
CENTRAL IOWA AND DES MOINES 
MARKETING AREAS 

Decision on Proposed Amendments to 
Tentative Marketing Agreements 
and to Orders 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), a public hear¬ 
ing was held at Cedar Rapids, Iowa, on 
July 29, 1964, pursuant to notice thereof 
issued July 14, 1964 (29 F.R. 9671). 

Upon the basis of the evidence intro¬ 
duced at the hearing and the record 
thereof, the Deputy Administrator, Ag¬ 
ricultural Marketing Service, on October 
9, 1964 (29 F.R. 14121; F.R. Doc. 64- 
10453) filed with the Hearing Clerk, U^S. 
Department of Agriculture, his recom¬ 
mended decision containing notice of the 
opportunity to file written exceptions 
thereto. 

The material issue on the record of the 
hearing related to maintaining the pres¬ 
ent Class I price level. 


Findings and conclusions. The fol¬ 
lowing findings and conclusions on the 
material issue are based on evidence pre¬ 
sented at the hearing and the record 
thereof: 

The Class I price provisions of the 
Quad Cities-Dubuque, Cedar Rapids- 
Iowa City, North Central Iowa and Des 
Moines orders should be revised but the 
Class I price levels should not be 
changed. To accomplish this, the Class 
I price provisions of each of the orders 
should provide a Class I price determined 
by a stated Class I differential added to 
a basic formula price, subject to adjust¬ 
ments based on the supply-demand ad¬ 
justment factor effective under the Chi¬ 
cago order. This would replace the pres¬ 
ent direct tie to the Chicago order Class 
I price but would maintain the same price 
levels. 

The monthly average price received by 
farmers for manufacturing grade milk 
in Minnesota and Wisconsin as pub¬ 
lished by the Department on about the 
fifth day following the month (adjusted 
to a 3.5 percent butterfat basis) should 
be the basic formula price from which 
the Class I milk prices are computed in 
the four Iowa orders. This is the same 
basic formula price as that used in the 
Chicago order Class I price computation 
to which the Class I prices of the Iowa 
markets are now linked. 

Official notice is taken of the descrip¬ 
tion of the Minnesota-Wisconsin price 
series for manufacturing grade milk 
contained in a decision to amend the 
Chicago order issued by the Assistant 
Secretary, August 4, 1961 (26 F.R. 7134). 
This series reflects price information in 
each of the two states weighted by the 
proportion of manufacturing grade milk 
in each state. It is based on a large 
sample of plants located in a large area 
of predominantly manufacturing grade 
milk production. Approximately 50 per¬ 
cent of the total manufacturing grade 
milk sold off farms in the United States 
is produced in these two states. In 
Minnesota about 75 percent and in Wis¬ 
consin about 65 percent of the milk sold 
off farms is manufacturing grade milk. 
This price series is determined by com¬ 
petitive conditions which are affected by 
demand in all the major areas of manu¬ 
factured dairy products. Consequently, 
no company or group of companies can 
influence significantly the level of such 
prices. 

The manufacturing grade milk price 
for the two-state area is reported by the 
Department at the average butterfat 
test of the milk received. A method for 
adjusting the price to a 3.5 percent but¬ 
terfat basis must be adopted for the 
orders because the Class I prices are an¬ 
nounced on this basis. For this purpose 
a generally recognized butterfat value, 
0.12 times the average wholesale price 
for 92-score butter at Chicago, should 
be used. This method of adjustment is 
employed under the Chicago order to 
adjust the basic formula price and is 
commonly used under most of the other 
Federal milk orders for this purpose. 

The Class I prices under these orders 
now are the Chicago order Class I price, 
adjusted by the supply-demand adjust¬ 
ment under that order, plus a differential 


of 15 cents in the Cedar Rapids-Iowa 
City and North Central Iowa orders, 20 
cents in the Quad Cities-Dubuque order 
and 35 cents in the Des Moines order. 

Handlers proposed that each of the 
four orders be amended to provide inde¬ 
pendent formulas for computing Class 
I prices in view of possible action on 
the Chicago order which, under present 
provisions, would automatically change 
Class I prices in these orders. A recom¬ 
mended decision on proposed amend¬ 
ments to the Chicago milk order issued 
May 26,1964, would increase that order’s 
stated Class I price by 10 cents. 

Handlers unanimously proposed that 
the present Class I price levels in the 
four orders be maintained. Producer 
associations testified that the effect of 
any upward revision of the Chicago price 
should be reflected in the Class I prices 
of the four Iowa orders in order to in¬ 
crease the blend prices to producers. 

There is no basis for increasing the 
Class I prices of the four Iowa orders un¬ 
der the requirements of the Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, 
the statutory authority under which 
milk marketing orders are issued. This 
Act requires that prices be established 
at a level that will tend to obtain an ade¬ 
quate supply of milk to meet the fluid 
needs of the market plus a necessary re¬ 
serve for fluctuations in demand. There 
is no indication that the supplies in the 
four markets are inadequate or tending 
to become inadequate. Handler repre¬ 
sentatives testified that they had no dif¬ 
ficulty recently in obtaining an adequate 
supply of milk to meet the fluid needs 
of the markets. Cooperative association 
representatives conceded that adequate 
supplies of milk were available to each 
of the four markets. 

In 1963, 65 percent of producer re¬ 
ceipts was used in Class I in the Quad 
Cities-Dubuque market compared to 66 
percent in 1962. In the first six months 
of 1964 Class I utilization at 65 percent 
was up six percent from the same period 
a year earlier. In the Cedar Rapids- 
Iowa City market, 59 percent of pro¬ 
ducer milk was used in Class I during 

1962 and 62 percent in 1963. In the first 
six months of 1964 Class I utilization 
was 56 percent, down one percent from 
the same period in 1963. Of producer 
receipts in the North Central Iowa order, 
82 percent was used in Class I in 1962 
compared to 87 percent in 1963. In the 
first half of 1964, 90 percent of producer 
receipts was in fluid uses, an increase of 
seven percent from the same period a 
year earlier. In the Des Moines market, 
Class I uses represented 76 percent of 
producer receipts in 1962, 75 percent in 

1963 and 69 percent in the first half of 
1964. The 69 percent is a decrease of 
four percent from the corresponding pe¬ 
riod a year earlier. 

While recently Class I utilization oi 
producer milk in two of these Iowa mar¬ 
kets has increased, in the other two 
markets it dropped below the percentage 
used in Class I in the corresponding pe¬ 
riod last year. Because of the general 
availability of reserve supplies in the 
area to all markets, the adequacy of 
supplies for these markets must be con¬ 
sidered on an overall four-market basis. 
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There was no suggestion that the Class 
I prices in these four markets be con¬ 
sidered on an individual basis. 

The reserve supply of milk for the four 
markets is adequate to meet the current 
and prospective fluid needs of the mar¬ 
kets as indicated by the percentages of 
total receipts from producers used in 
Class I. In 1963, 73 percent of producer 
milk receipts in these four markets was 
used in Class I, only one percent higher 
than the 72 percent so utilized in 1962. 
During the first six months of 1964, 70 
percent of producer milk in these Iowa 
markets was used for Class I purposes 
compared with 69 percent in Class I uses 
in the corresponding period a year 
earlier. 

Incorporation of separate pricing pro¬ 
visions in these orders under considera¬ 
tion should be made effective as soon as 
possible. Regardless of whatever action 
may be taken on the Chicago order, sepa¬ 
rate Class I price provisions should be 
adopted in the Iowa markets. This will 
more effectively accommodate the opera¬ 
tion of each order on an independent 
basis. The pricing formulas proposed 
herein will provide such independent 
pricing but will maintain present price 
levels by incorporating the effect of the 
supply-demand adjustment under the 
Chicago order. 

The fluid differentials specified in each 
order are: 


Order 

August- 

Novem- 

ber 

M arch- 
June 

Other 

months 

Quad Cities-Dubuque__ 
Cedar Rapids-Iowa 
City... 

$1.30 

1.25 

1.25 

1.45 

$0.90 

.85 
.85 
1.05 

$1.10 

1.05 
1.05 
1.25 

North Central Iowa.... 
Des Moines. 



Conforming changes are made in pro¬ 
visions of each of the orders which refer 
to the pricing provisions in order to re¬ 
late them to the revised pricing provi¬ 
sions. In the Quad Cities-Dubuque 
order, § 1063.52(a) is rewritten to cor¬ 
rect an inadvertent omission by the 
order amendments issued July 22, 1964 
(29 F.R. 10901), which became effective 
August 1,1964. 

Rulings on proposed findings and con- 
clusions . Briefs and proposed findings 
and conclusions were filed on behalf of 
certain interested parties. These briefs, 
proposed findings and conclusions and 
the evidence in the record were con¬ 
sidered in making the findings and con¬ 
clusions set forth above. To the extent 
that the suggested findings and conclu¬ 
sions filed by interested parties are in¬ 
consistent with the findings and conclu¬ 
sions set forth herein, the requests to 
inake such findings or reach such conclu¬ 
sions are denied for the reasons previous¬ 
ly stated in this decision. 

General findings. The findings and 
determinations hereinafter set forth are 
supplementary and in addition to the 
nndings and determinations previously 
made m connection with the issuance of 
tne aforesaid orders and of the previous¬ 
ly issued amendments thereto; and all 
oi said previous findings and determina- 
tions are hereby ratified and affirmed, 
except insofar as such findings and de¬ 


terminations may be in conflict with the 
findings and determinations set forth 
herein. 

(a) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ments and the orders, as hereby pro¬ 
posed to be amended, and all of the 
terms and conditions thereof, will tend 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
Act; 

(b) The parity prices of milk as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of 
feeds, and other economic conditions 
which affect market supply and demand 
for milk in the respective marketing 
areas, and the minimum prices specified 
in the proposed marketing agreements 
and the orders, as hereby proposed to be 
amended, are such prices as will reflect 
the aforesaid factors, insure a sufficient 
quantity of pure and wholesome milk, 
and be in the public interest; and 

(c) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ments and the orders, as hereby pro¬ 
posed to be amended, will regulate the 
handling of milk in the same manner 
as, and will be applicable only to per¬ 
sons in the respective classes of indus¬ 
trial and commercial activity specified 
in, marketing agreements upon which a 
hearing has been held. 

Rulings on exceptions. In arriving 
at the findings and conclusions, and the 
regulatory provisions of this decision, 
each of the exceptions received was care¬ 
fully and fully considered in conjunc¬ 
tion with the record evidence pertain¬ 
ing thereto. To the extent that the find¬ 
ings and conclusions, and the regulatory 
provisions of this decision are at vari¬ 
ance with any of the exceptions, such 
exceptions are hereby overruled for the 
reasons previously stated in this decision. 

Marketing agreement and order . An¬ 
nexed hereto and made a part hereof are 
two documents entitled respectively, 
“Marketing Agreement Regulating the 
Handling of Milk in the Specified Mar¬ 
keting Area”, and “Order Amending the 
Orders Regulating the Handling of Milk 
in Certain Specified Marketing Areas” 
which have been decided upon as the de¬ 
tailed and appropriate means of effectu¬ 
ating the foregoing conclusions. 

It is hereby ordered , That all of this 
decision, except the attached marketing 
agreement, be published in the Federal 
Register. The regulatory provisions of 
said marketing agreement are identical 
with those contained in the orders as 
hereby proposed to be amended by the 
attached order which will be published 
with this decision. 

Determination of representative pe¬ 
riod. The month of August 1964 is here¬ 
by determined to be the representative 
period for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether the issuance of the attached 
orders, as amended and as hereby pro¬ 
posed to be amended, regulating the 
handling of milk in the specified market¬ 
ing areas, are approved or favored by 
producers, as defined under the terms 
of each of the orders, as amended and 
as hereby proposed to be amended, and 
who, during such representative period, 
were engaged in the production of milk 
for sale within each of the respective 
marketing areas. 


Referendum order and designation of 
referendum agent . It is hereby directed 
that a referendum be conducted to de¬ 
termine whether the issuance of the or¬ 
der, as amended and as hereby proposed 
to be amended, regulating the handling 
of milk in the Cedar Rapids-Iowa City 
marketing area, is approved or favored 
by the producers, as defined under the 
terms of the order, as amended and as 
hereby proposed to be amended, and 
who, during the representative period, 
were engaged in the production of milk 
for sale within the aforesaid marketing 
area. 

E. H. McGuire is hereby designated 
agent of the Secretary to conduct such 
referendum in accordance with the pro¬ 
cedure for the conduct of referenda to 
determine producer approval for milk 
marketing orders (15 F.R. 5177), such 
referendum to be completed on or be¬ 
fore the 30th day from the date this de¬ 
cision is issued. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on No¬ 
vember 3, 1964. 

George L. Mehren, 
Assistant Secretary. 

Order 1 Amending the Orders Regulat¬ 
ing the Handling of Milk in Certain 

Specified Marketing Areas 

§-.0 Findings and determinations. 

The findings and determinations here¬ 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and determi¬ 
nations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of each of the orders 
herein specified and of the previously 
issued amendments thereto; and all of 
said previous findings and determina¬ 
tions are hereby ratified and affirmed, 
except insofar as such findings and de¬ 
terminations may be in conflict with the 
findings and determinations set forth 
herein. The following findings are here¬ 
by made with respect to each of the or¬ 
ders herein specified. 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing the formulation of marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR Part 
900), a public hearing was held upon 
certain proposed amendments to the 
tentative marketing agreements and to 
the orders regulating the handling of 
milk in the marketing areas herein speci¬ 
fied. Upon the basis of the evidence in¬ 
troduced at such hearing and the record 
thereof, it is found that: 

(1) The said order as hereby amended, 
•and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the Act; 

(2) The parity prices of milk, as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act, are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 


1 This order shall not become effective un¬ 
less and until the requirements of § 900.14 
of this title of the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure governing proceedings to formulate 
marketing agreements and marketing orders 
have been met. 
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and other economic conditions which 
affect market supply and demand for 
milk in the said marketing area, and the 
minimum prices specified in the orders 
as hereby amended, are such prices as 
will reflect the aforesaid factors, insure 
a sufficient quantity of pure and whole¬ 
some milk, and be in the public interest; 
and 

(3) The said order as hereby amended, 
regulates the handling of milk in the 
same manner as, and is applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of 
industrial or commercial activity speci¬ 
fied in, a marketing agreement upon 
which a hearing has been held. 

Orders Relative to Handling 

It is therefore ordered, That on and 
after the effective date hereof, the han¬ 
dling of milk in the marketing areas 
herein specified shall be in conformity 
to and in compliance with the terms and 
conditions of the aforesaid orders, as 
amended and as hereby amended, as 
follows: 

PART 1063—MILK IN THE QUAD 

CITIES-DUBUQUE MARKETING 

AREA 

1. In § 1063.22(j) (1) the reference 
“§ 1063.50(a)” is revised to read “§ 1063.- 
50(b)” and the reference “§ 1063.50(b)” 
is revised to read “§ 1063.50(c)”. 

2. In § 1063.50, paragraph (b) is re¬ 
designated paragraph (c) and the intro¬ 
ductory text and the present paragraph 
(a) are revised to read as follows: 

§ 1063.50 Basic formula and class 
prices. 

Subject to the provisions of §§ 1063.51 
and 1063.52 the basic formula and class 
prices per hundredweight for the month 
shall be as follows: 

(a) Basic formula price . The basic 
formula price shall be the average price 
per hundredweight for manufacturing 
grade milk, f.o.b. plants in Wisconsin 
and Minnesota, as reported by the De¬ 
partment for the month. Such price 
shall be adjusted to a 3.5 percent butter- 
fat basis by a butterfat differential 
rounded to the nearest one-tenth cent at 
the rate of the Chicago butter price times 
0.12. The basic formula price shall be 
rounded to the nearest cent. 

(b) Class I milk price. The Class I 
milk price shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $1.30 
August through November, $0.90 March 
through June and $1.10 in other months: 
Provided, That such Class I price shall 
be increased or decreased, respectively, 
two cents for each full percent that the 
adjusted supply-demand ratio computed 
pursuant to Part 1030 (Chicago) of this 
chapter is greater or less than 72 per¬ 
cent, but shall not be increased or de¬ 
creased more than 24 cents because of 
such adjusted supply-demand ratio. 

* * * * * 

3. Section 1063.52(a) is revised to read 
as follows: x 

§ 1063.52 Location differentials to han¬ 
dlers. 

(a) For milk received from producers 
at a pool plant and disposed of as Class 


I milk or assigned Class I location ad¬ 
justment credit pursuant to paragraph 
(b) of this section and for other source 
milk for which a location adjustment is 
applicable, the price computed pursu¬ 
ant to § 1063.52(b) shall be reduced as 
follows: 

(1) At a plant in Dubuque and Jack- 
son Counties, Iowa, and East Dubuque, 
Illinois, by 10 cents; and 

(2) At a plant located outside the 
marketing area and 70 miles or more 
from the City Hall, Rock Island, Illi¬ 
nois, by the shortest hard-surfaced high¬ 
way distance as determined by the 
market administrator, at the rate set 
forth in the following schedule: 

Rate per 

Distance from the Rock hundredweight 


Island City Hall (miles): {cents) 

70 but less than 80- 10. 0 

For each additional 10 miles or frac¬ 
tion thereof an additional- 1.5 

* * ♦ * * 


PART 1070—MILK IN CEDAR RAPIDS- 
IOWA CITY MARKETING AREA 

1. In § 1070.22(j) (1) the reference 
“1070.50(a) ” is revised to read “§ 1070.50 
(b)” and the reference “1070.50(b)” is 
revised to read “§ 1070.50(c) ”. 

2. In § 1070.50, paragraph (b) is redes¬ 
ignated paragraph (c) and the introduc¬ 
tory text and the present paragraph (a) 
are revised to read as follows: 

§ 1070.50 Basic formula and class 
prices. 

Subject to the provisions of §§ 1070.51 
and 1070.52 the basic formula and class 
prices per hundredweight for the month 
shall be as follows: 

(a) Basic formula price. The basic 
formula price shall be the average price 
per hundredweight for manufacturing 
grade milk, f.o.b. plants in Wisconsin 
and Minnesota, as reported by the De¬ 
partment for the month. Such price 
shall be adjusted to a 3.5 percent butter- 
fat basis by a butterfat differential 
rounded to the nearest one-tenth cent 
at the rate of the Chicago butter price 
times 0.12. The basic formula price shall 
be rounded to the nearest cent. 

(b) Class I milk price. The Class I 
milk price shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $1.25 
August through November, $0.85 March 
through June and $1.05 in other months: 
Provided, That such Class I price shall 
be increased or decreased, respectively, 
two cents for each full percent that the 
adjusted supply-demand ratio computed 
pursuant to Part 1030 (Chicago) of this 
chapter is greater or less than 72 percent, 
but shall not be increased or decreased 
more than 24 cents because of such 
adjusted supply-demand ratio. 

***** 

3. In § 1070.52(a) the reference to 
“§ 1070.50(a) ” is revised to read “§ 1070.- 
50(b)”. 


PART 1078—MILK IN NORTH CEN¬ 
TRAL IOWA MARKETING AREA 

1. In § 1078.22(j) (1) the reference 
“1078.50(a)” is revised to read “1078.50 


(b)” and the reference “1078.50(b)” is 
revised to read “1078.50(c) ”. 

2. In § 1078.50, paragraph (b) is re¬ 
designated paragraph (c) and the intro¬ 
ductory text and the present paragraph 
(a) are revised to read as follows: 

§ 1078.50 Basic formula and class 
prices. 

Subject to the provisions of §§ 1078.51 
and 1078.52 the basic formula and class 
prices per hundredweight for the month 
shall be as follows: 

(a) Basic formula price . The basic 
formula price shall be the average price 
per hundredweight for manufacturing 
grade milk, f.o.b. plants in Wisconsin 
and Minnesota, as reported by the De¬ 
partment for the month. Such price 
shall be adjusted to a 3.5 percent butter¬ 
fat basis by a butterfat differential 
rounded to the nearest one-tenth cent at 
the rate of the Chicago butter price 
times 0.12. The basic formula price shall 
be rounded to the nearest cent. 

(b) Class I milk price. The Class I 
milk price shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $1.25 
August through November, $0.85 March 
through June and $1.05 in other months: 
Provided, That such Class I price shall 
be increased or decreased, respectively, 
two cents for each full percent that the 
adjusted supply-demand ratio computed 
pursuant to Part 1030 (Chicago) of this 
chapter is greater or less than 72 per¬ 
cent, but shall not be increased or de¬ 
creased more than 24 cents because of 
such adjusted supply-demand ratio: 
And provided further, That for milk re¬ 
ceived from producers at a pool plant 
north of the base zone the price other¬ 
wise applicable pursuant to this para¬ 
graph shall be reduced five cents. 

***** 

3. In § 1078.52 the reference to 
“§ 1078.50(a)” is revised to read 
“§ 1078.50(b)”. 


PART 1079—MILK IN DES MOINES 
MARKETING AREA 

1. In § 1079.27(j) (1) the reference 
“§ 1079.50(a) ” is revised to read “§ 1079.- 
50(b)” and the reference “§ 1079.50(b)” 
is revised to read “§ 1079.50(c)”. 

2. In § 1079.50, paragraph (b) is re¬ 
designated paragraph (c) and the intro¬ 
ductory text and the present paragraph 
(a) are revised to read as follows: 

§ 1079.50 Basic formula and class 
prices. 

Subject to the provisions of §§ 1079.51 
and 1079.52 the basic formula and class 
price per hundredweight for the month 
shall be as follows: 

(a) Basic formula price. The basic 
formula price shall be the average price 
per hundredweight for manufacturing 
grade milk, f.o.b. plants in Wisconsin and 
Minnesota, as reported by the Depart¬ 
ment for the month. Such price shall 
be adjusted to a 3.5 percent butterfat 
basis by a butterfat differential rounded 
to the nearest one-tenth cent at the rate 
of the Chicago butter price times 0.1J. 
The basic formula price shall be rounded 
to the nearest cent. 
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(b) Class I milk price. The Class I 
milk price shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $1.45 
August through November, $1.05 March 
through June and $1.25 in other months: 
Provided, That such Class I price shall 
be increased or decreased, respectively, 
two cents for each full percent that the 
adjusted supply-demand ratio computed 
pursuant to Part 1030 (Chicago) of this 
chapter is greater or less than 72 per¬ 
cent, but shall not be increased or de¬ 
creased more than 10 cents because of 
such adjusted supply-demand ratio: And 
provided further, That for milk received 
from approved dairy farmers at an ap¬ 
proved plant outside the base zone the 
price otherwise applicable pursuant to 
this paragraph shall be reduced 10 cents. 
***** 

3. In § 1079.52(a) the reference to 
“§ 1079.50” is revised to read “§ 1079.50 
(b)”. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11156; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[ 9 CFR Part 201 1 
PACKERS AND STOCKYARDS 
Prompt Reimbursement 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in section 
407(a) of the Packers and Stockyards 
Act (7 U.S.C. 228(a)), the Agricultural 
Marketing Service proposes to amend 
§ 201.43 (9 CFR 201.43) of the regula¬ 
tions under the Packers and Stockyards 
Act, 1921, as amended (7 U.S.C. 181 et 
seq.), to require packers, market agencies 
and dealers who purchase livestock 
through agents, to promptly reimburse 
such agents for payments made by them 
of their own funds for livestock pur¬ 
chased on an agency basis. 

Statement of considerations. Effec¬ 
tive March 15, 1964, § 201.43 of the regu¬ 
lations under the Packers and Stockyards 
Act was amended by the addition of a 
new paragraph (b) which requires each 
packer, market agency, or dealer who 
purchases livestock, to transmit or de¬ 
liver to the seller the full amount of the 
purchase price before the close of the 
next business day following the purchase 
of the livestock and the determination 
of the purchase price, unless otherwise 
expressly agreed between the parties. 
This regulation is applicable to all live¬ 
stock purchase and sale transactions in 
commerce, which includes transactions 
in commerce in the country and at auc¬ 
tion markets and terminal stockyards 
subject to the Act, and is designed to 
insure the right of the seller to receive 
prompt and full payment for his live¬ 
stock. Paragraph (b) of § 201.43 does 
not, however, apply to transactions be¬ 
tween persons subject to the Act and 
agents who purchase livestock for such 
persons. In the livestock industry it is 
common for those agents to make them¬ 
selves a party to a purchase transaction 
and to use their own funds to pay for 
livestock purchased for and on behalf 
of other persons. In some cases the 
persons for whom livestock has been 
purchased have failed to reimburse the 
agents who handled the transactions and 
No. 219-4 


paid for the livestock, and in many other 
cases such persons have been deliberately 
slow in reimbursing such agents in order 
to obtain involuntary extensions of 
credit. 

The Agricultural Marketing Service 
considers it to be an unfair and decep¬ 
tive practice for any person subject to 
the Packers and Stockyards Act to fail 
to reimburse, promptly and without un¬ 
due or unreasonable delay, any agent 
who uses his own funds to pay for live¬ 
stock purchased for and on behalf of 
such person, and is considering the is¬ 
suance of a regulation covering this prac¬ 
tice. The proposed regulation set forth 
below covers all transactions in com¬ 
merce involving the purchase of livestock 
by packers, market agencies, or dealers 
through agents. It requires that the 
person who places an order for livestock 
shall, if the Agent uses his own funds 
to pay for livestock purchased to fill 
such order, reimburse such agent by the 
close of the next business day following 
receipt of notification of the payment 
of the purchase price, unless otherwise 
expressly agreed between the parties be¬ 
fore the purchase of the livestock. The 
next business day referred to in the 
proposed regulation, as in the case of 
paragraph (b) of § 201.43, is the next 
regular business day for the business 
community and does not include Sun¬ 
days or legal holidays. The next business 
day includes Saturday if the person sub¬ 
ject to the regulation normally conducts 
business on Saturday. It should be noted 
that the “next business day” in the pro¬ 
posed regulation is the next business day 
after notice has been received by the 
person who orders livestock as to the 
amount of the payment made by the 
agent, and is not, as in the case of para¬ 
graph (b) of § 201.43, the next business 
day after the purchase of the livestock 
and the determination of the amount of 
the purchase price. The term “transmit 
or deliver”, as in the case of paragraph 
(b) of § 201.43, includes the actual de¬ 
livery or the mailing of checks, drafts 
payable on demand, money orders, or 
cash. 

It is proposed that § 201.43 of the regu¬ 
lations under the Packers and Stock- 
yards Act be amended by adding a new 
paragraph “c” reading as follows: 

§ 201.43 Payment and accounting for 
livestock and live poultry. 
***** 

(c) Purchasers to promptly reimburse 
agents. Each packer, market agency, or 
dealer who utilizes or employs an agent 
to purchase livestock for him, shall, in 
transactions where such agent uses his 
own funds to pay for livestock purchased 
on order, transmit or deliver to such 
agent the full amount of the purchase 
price before the close of the next business 
day following receipt of notification of 
the payment of such purchase price, un¬ 
less otherwise expressly agreed between 
the parties before the purchase of the 
livestock. Any such agreement shall be 
disclosed in the records of the principal. 

Any person who wishes to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views, or arguments concerning 
the proposed amendment may do so by 
filing them in duplicate with the Hear¬ 
ing Clerk, Office of the Secretary, U.S. 
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Department of Agriculture, Washington, 
D.C., 20250, on or before December 15, 
1964. 

All written submissions made pursuant 
to this notice will be made available for 
public inspection at such times and 
places and in a manner convenient to the 
public business (7 CFR 1.27 (b)). 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 3d day 
day of November 1964. 

Clarence H. Girard, 
Deputy Administrator, 
Regulatory Programs. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11429; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:49 a.m.] 


Agricultural Research Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 301 1 
EUROPEAN CHAFER 

Notice of Public Hearing on Extend¬ 
ing Quarantine to States of New 
Jersey and Pennsylvania 

The Administrator of the Agricultural 
Research Service has information that 
the European chafer (Amphimallon ma- 
jalis (Razoumowsky)), a dangerous in¬ 
sect which previously has been found to 
exist in certain parts of the States of 
Connecticut, New York, and West Vir¬ 
ginia, has been discovered in certain 
parts of the States of New Jersey and 
Pennsylvania. 

Notice is hereby given that it is pro¬ 
posed under the authority of sections 8 
and 9 of the Plant Quarantine Act of 
1912, as amended, and section 106 of the 
Federal Plant Pest Act (7 U.S.C. 161,162, 
150ee), to quarantine the States of New 
Jersey and Pennsylvania and to regu¬ 
late, under the European chafer quar¬ 
antine and supplemental regulations (7 
CFR 301.77, 301.77-1 et seq.), the inter¬ 
state movement .from these States, or 
areas therein where the European chafer 
has been discovered or other basis for 
regulation exists, into or through any 
other State, Territory, or District of the 
United States of (1) forest, field, nursery, 
and greenhouse-grown woody or her¬ 
baceous plants with roots; (2) soil, com¬ 
post, manure, muck, clay, sand, and 
gravel, whether independent of or as¬ 
sociated with nursery stock, other plants, 
plant products, or other products or 
articles, except that processed sand and 
gravel are not included as -regulated 
articles; (3) grass sod; plant crowns and 
roots for propagation; true bulbs, corms, 
tubers, and rhizomes of ornamental 
plants, when freshly harvested or un¬ 
cured; (4) used harvesting machinery 
and used construction and maintenance 
equipment; and (5) any other products 
and articles, or means of conveyance, of 
any character whatsoever, not hereto¬ 
fore listed, when it is determined by an 
inspector that they present a hazard of 
the spread of European chafer, and the 
person in possession thereof has been so 
notified. It is further proposed to delete 
the State of West Virginia from those 
States designated as quarantined in the 
said European chafer quarantine. The 
latter action is proposed for the reason 
that surveys have failed to disclose any 
European chafers in West Virginia for 
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the last three years. There has been 
no West Virginia area regulated under 
this quarantine since February 16, 1963. 

A public hearing to consider the above 
proposals will be held before a represent¬ 
ative of the Agricultural Research Serv¬ 
ice in the Crystal Room of the Henry 
Hudson Hotel, 353 West 57th Street, New 
York, N.Y., at 10 a.m., e.s.t., on December 
16, 1964, at which hearing any inter¬ 
ested person may appear and be heard, 
either in person or by attorney, on the 
proposals. Any interested person who 
desires to submit written data, views, or 
arguments on the proposals may do so by 
filing the same with the Director of the 
Plant Pest Control Division, Agricultural 
Research Service, U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Federal Center Building, 
Hyattsville, Md., 20781, on or before 
December 16, 1964, or with the presiding 
officer at the hearing. All written sub¬ 
missions made pursuant to this notice 
will be made available for public inspec¬ 
tion at such times and places and in a 
manner convenient to the public busi¬ 
ness (7 CFR 1.27(b)). 

Further, notice is hereby given under 
section 4 of the Administrative Procedure 
Act (5 U.S.C. 1003) that if it is deter¬ 
mined, after hearing, that the States of 
New Jersey and Pennsylvania should be 
quarantined as proposed, the Agricul¬ 
tural Research Service is considering 
amending the European chafer quar¬ 
antine and administrative instructions 
thereunder (7 CFR 301.77, 301.77-2a) 
to add these two States to the States 
designated as quarantined and to specify 
regulated areas in these States for pur¬ 
poses of the regulations. 

(Sec. 9, 37 Stat. 318, sec. 106, 71 Stat. 33; 7 
U.S.C. 162,150ee. Interprets or applies sec. 8, 
37 Stat. 318, as amended; 7 UjS.C. 161; 19 
F.R. 74, as amended) 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 4th 
day of November 1964. 

[seal] B. T. Shaw, 

Administrator , 

Agricultural Research Service . 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11433; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:49 a.m.] 


I 7 CFR Part 301 1 

GYPSY MOTH AND BROWN-TAIL 
MOTH 

Notice of Public Hearing on Extend¬ 
ing Quarantine to States of New 
Jersey and Pennsylvania 

The Administrator of the Agricultural 
Research Service has information that 
the gypsy moth, Porthetria dispar L., a 
dangerous insect which previously has 
been found to exist in certain parts of 
the States of Connecticut, Maine, Massa¬ 
chusetts, New Hampshire, New York, 
Rhode Island, and Vermont, has been 
discovered in certain parts of the States 
of New Jersey and Pennsylvania. 

Notice is hereby given that it is pro¬ 
posed under the authority of sections 8 
and 9 of the Plant Quarantine Act of 
1912, as amended, and section 106 of 
the Federal Plant Pest Act (7 U.S.C. 161, 
162, 150ee), to quarantine the States 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

of New Jersey and Pennsylvania and to 
regulate under the gypsy moth and 
brown-tail moth quarantine and supple¬ 
mental regulations (7 CFR 301.45, 301.- 
45-1 et seq.), the interstate movement 
from these States, or areas therein where 
the gypsy moth has been discovered or 
other basis for regulation exists, into or 
through any other State, Territory, or 
District of the United States of (1) tim¬ 
ber and timber products; (2) plants hav¬ 
ing persistent woody stems (including 
deciduous trees and shrubs and Christ¬ 
mas trees), and parts thereof; (3) stone 
and quarry products; and (4) any air¬ 
craft, trucks, wagons, railway cars, boats, 
and other means of conveyance, and con¬ 
tainers and products and articles of any 
character whatsoever, which by reason 
of infestation or exposure constitute a 
hazard of spreading the gypsy moth as 
determined in accordance with the regu¬ 
lations (7 CFR 301.45-1 et seq.). 

Notice is hereby also given that it is 
proposed under the aforesaid authority 
to consider the advisability of either 
issuing the provisions of 7 CFR 301.45 
and 301.45-1 et seq., relating to the 
brown-tail moth as a separate quaran¬ 
tine and separate regulations or revok¬ 
ing such provisions of the present quar¬ 
antine and regulations on the basis that 
the brown-tail moth should no longer be 
considered a dangerous plant pest or 
insect infestation which will adversely 
affect the economy of the United States. 

A public hearing to consider the above 
proposals will be held before a represent¬ 
ative of the Agricultural Research Serv¬ 
ice in the Crystal Room of the Henry 
Hudson Hotel, 353 West 57th Street, New 
York, N.Y., at 2 p.m., e.s.t., on Decem¬ 
ber 16, 1964, at which hearing any inter¬ 
ested person may appear and be heard, 
either in person or by attorney, on the 
proposals. Any interested person who 
desires to submit written data, views, or 
arguments on the proposals may do so 
by filing the same with the Director of 
the Plant Pest Control Division, Agricul¬ 
tural Research Service, U.S. Department 
of Agriculture, Federal Center Building, 
Hyattsville, Md., 20781, on or before De¬ 
cember 16, 1964, or with the presiding 
officer at the hearing. All written sub¬ 
missions made pursuant to this notice 
will be made available for public inspec¬ 
tion at such times and places and in a 
manner convenient to the public busi¬ 
ness (7 CFR 1.27(a)). 

Further, notice is hereby given under 
section 4 of the Administrative Procedure 
Act (5 U.S.C. 1003) that if it is deter¬ 
mined, after hearing, that the States of 
New Jersey and Pennsylvania should be 
quarantined as proposed, the Agricul¬ 
tural Research Service is considering 
amending the Gypsy Moth and Brown- 
tail Moth Quarantine and administrative 
instructions thereunder (7 CFR 301.45, 
301.45-2a) to add these two States to 
the States designated as quarantined and 
to specify regulated areas in these States 
for purposes of the regulations. Like¬ 
wise, notice is also given under said sec¬ 
tion that if it is determined, after hear¬ 
ing, that the provisions of 7 CFR 301.45 
and 301.45-1 et seq., relating to the 
brown-tail moth should be issued as a 


separate document, or, as an alternative, 
that such provisions should be revoked, 
the Agricultural Research Service is con¬ 
sidering taking such action. 

(Sec. 9, 37 Stat. 318, sec. 106, 71 Stat. 33; 
7 U.S.C. 162, 150ee. Interprets or applies sec. 
8, 37 Stat. 318, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 161; 
19 F.R. 74, as amended) 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 4th 
day of November 1964. 

[seal] B. T. Shaw, 

Administrator , 

Agricultural Research Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11434; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:49 a.m.] 


FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 

[ 14 CFR Part 71 [Newl 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 64-CE-71] 

CONTROL ZONE AND TRANSITION 
AREA 

Proposed Designation 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering an amendment to Part 71 [New] 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations to 
designate controlled airspace at Im¬ 
perial, Nebr. 

Having completed a comprehensive re¬ 
view of airspace requirements at Im¬ 
perial, Nebr., including studies attendant 
to the implementation of the provisions 
of Amendments 60-21 and 60-29 of Part 
60 of the Civil Air Regulations, estab¬ 
lished a control zone and transition area 
at Imperial, Nebr. 

The proposed Imperial, Nebr., control 
zone would be designated as that airspace 
within a 5-mile radius of Imperial Mu¬ 
nicipal Airport, Imperial, Nebr. (latitude 
40°30'38" N., longitude 101°37'25" W.) 
and within 2 miles each side of the 137° 
bearing from Imperial Municipal Airport, 
extending from the 5-mile radius zone 
to 8 miles SE of the airport. 

The proposed Imperial, Nebr., transi¬ 
tion area would be designated as that air¬ 
space extending upward from 1,200 feet 
above the surface within 8 miles NE and 
5 miles SW of the 137° and 317° bearings 
from Imperial Municipal Airport, Im¬ 
perial, Nebr. (latitude 40°30'38" N., 
longitude 101°37'25" W.) extending 

from 7 miles NW to 13 miles SE of the 
airport. 

The Imperial control zone would pro¬ 
vide controlled airspace protection for 
aircraft executing prescribed arrival and 
departure procedures at Imperial Mu¬ 
nicipal Airport during descent from 1,500 
feet above the surface and climb to 1,200 
feet above the surface. 

The transition area would provide con¬ 
trolled airspace protection for the pro¬ 
cedure turn area of the prescribed instru¬ 
ment approach procedure and for air¬ 
craft in the Imperial holding pattern. 

The standard 5-mile radius control 
zone with an 8-mile extension eliminates 
the need for a transition area with a floor 
of 700 feet above the surface. 

The floors of the airways which would 
traverse the transition area proposed 
herein would automatically coincide with 
the floor of the transition area. 
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The North Platte, Nebr., control area 
extension which this proposed transition 
area partially overlies will be revoked by 
action proposed in another airspace 
docket. 

Certain minor revisions to the pre¬ 
scribed instrument procedure would be 
effected in conjunction with the actions 
proposed herein, but operational com¬ 
plexity would not be increased nor would 
aircraft performance or present landing 
minimums be adversely affected. 

Specific details of procedures and min¬ 
imum instrument flight rule altitudes 
that would be required may be examined 
by contacting the Chief, Airspace 
Branch, Air Traffic Division, Central Re¬ 
gion, Federal Aviation Agency, 4825 
Troost Avenue, Kansas City, Mo., 64110. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views, or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Central Region, Attn: Chief, Air Traffic 
Division, Federal Aviation Agency, 4825 
Troost Avenue, Kansas City, Mo., 64110. 
All communications received within 45 
days after publication of this notice in 
the Federal Register will be considered 
before action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. No public hearing is con¬ 
templated at this time, but arrangements 
for informal conferences with Federal 
Aviation Agency officials may be made 
by contacting the Regional Air Traffic 
Division Chief. Any data, views, or ar¬ 
guments presented during such confer¬ 
ences must also be submitted in writing 
in accordance with this notice in order 
to become part of the record for consid¬ 
eration. The proposal contained in this 
notice may be changed in the light of 
comments received. 

The public docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons in the 
office of the Regional Counsel, Federal 
Aviation Agency, 4825 Troost Avenue, 
Kansas City, Mo., 64110. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of section 307(a), Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued at Kansas City, Mo., on October 
29, 1964. 

Henry L. Newman, 
Acting Director, Central Region . 

[P.R. Doc. 64-11387; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 [New] ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 64-CE-76] 

CONTROL ZONE, TRANSITION AREA, 
AND CONTROL AREA EXTENSION 

Proposed Alteration, Designation and 
Revocation 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering amendments to Part 71 [New] 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations, 
which would alter the controlled air¬ 
space in the Hutchinson, Kans., terminal 
area. 

The following controlled airspace is 
presently designated in the Hutchinson, 
Kans., terminal area: 

1. The Hutchinson control zone which 
lies within a 5-mile radius of Hutchinson 


Municipal Airport (latitude 38°04'00" 
N., longitude 97°51'35" W.) ,* within an 
8-mile radius of the Hutchinson ANG 
Base (latitude 37°55'35" N., longitude 
97°54'20" W.), and within 2 miles either 
side of the Hutchinson VORTAC 222° 
radial extending from the Hutchinson 
ANG Base 8-mile radius zone to 12 miles 
SW of the VORTAC. 

2. The Hutchinson control area ex¬ 
tension which lies within a 25-mile ra¬ 
dius of latitude 38°00'53" N., longtitude 
97°51'40" W. 

The Federal Aviation Agency, having 
completed a comprehensive review of the 
terminal airspace structural require¬ 
ments in the Hutchinson, Kans., terminal 
area, including studies attendant to the 
implementation of the provisions of the 
Civil Air Regulations Amendments 60- 
21/60-29, proposes the following airspace 
actions: 

1. Redesignate the Hutchinson control 
zone as that airspace within a 5-mile ra¬ 
dius of the Hutchinson Municipal Airport 
(latitude 38°03'56" -N., longitude 
97°51'38" W.) and within 2 miles each 
side of the 042° radial of the Hutchinson 
VOR extending from the 5-mile radius 
zone SW to the VOR, and within a 5-mile 
radius of the Hutchinson ANG Base 
(latitude 37°55'35" N., longitude 
97°54'20" W.). 

2. Designate the Hutchinson transi¬ 
tion area as that airspace extending up¬ 
ward from 700 feet above the surface 
within a 8-mile radius of Hutchinson 
Municipal Airport (latitude 38°03'56" N., 
longitude 97°51'38' / W.), and within a 7- 
mile radius of Hutchinson ANG Base 
(latitude 37°55'35" N., longitude 97°- 
54'20" W.), and within 8 miles NW and 5 
miles SE of the 222° radial of the Hutch¬ 
inson VOR extending from the VOR to 
a point 12 miles SW, and within 8 miles 
W and 5 miles E of the 342° radial of the 
Hutchinson VOR extending from the 
VOR to a point 12 miles N and within 
8 miles NE and 5 miles SW of the 
Hutchinson ILS localizer NW course ex¬ 
tending from the 8-mile radius area to 
a point 12 miles NW of the OM; and 
that airspace extending upward from 
1,200 feet above the surface within a 
30-mile radius of the Hutchinson VOR, 
and within 5 miles SW and 8 miles NE of 
the Hutchinson VOR 296° radial ex¬ 
tending from the 30-mile radius to 33 
miles NW of the VOR, and the area 
SW of Hutchinson bounded on the NE 
by the arc of the 30-mile radius circle 
centered on the Hutchinson VOR, on the 
S by the N edge of V-12N, on the NW 
by the SE edge of V-280, excluding the 
Wichita, transition area; and that air¬ 
space W of Hutchinson extending up¬ 
ward from 3,500 feet MSL bounded on 
the E by the arc of the 30-mile radius 
circle centered on Hutchinson VOR, on 
the S by the N edge of V-10, and on the 
N by the S edge of V-10N, excluding the 
Great Bend transition area. 

3. Revoke the Hutchinson, Kans., 
control area extension. 

The proposed control zone will provide 
protection for aircraft departing from 
and executing prescribed missed ap¬ 
proach procedures at Hutchinson Munic¬ 
ipal Airport and the Hutchinson ANG 


base during their climb to 700 feet above 
the surface and to all arriving aircraft 
executing prescribed instrument ap¬ 
proach procedures during their descent 
from 1,000 feet above the surface. The 
proposed extension to the southwest will 
provide protection for aircraft execut¬ 
ing a VOR approach to Hutchinson Mu¬ 
nicipal Airport during their descent 
from 1,000 feet above the surface. The 
proposed transition area will provide 
protection for aircraft in prescribed 
holding patterns, for aircraft executing 
departure, missed approach and transi¬ 
tion procedures and for arriving and de¬ 
parting aircraft being radar vectored. 
The portion of the transition area ex¬ 
tending upward from 3,500 feet MSL will 
provide protection for military aircraft 
executing off airway instrument depart¬ 
ure procedures. 

The floors of the airways that would 
traverse the transition area proposed 
herein would automatically coincide with 
the floors of the transition area. 

Certain minor revisions to prescribed 
instrument procedures would be effected 
in conjunction with the actions proposed 
herein but operational complexity would 
not be increased nor would aircraft per¬ 
formance or landing minimums be ad¬ 
versely affected. 

Specific details of the changes to pro¬ 
cedures that would be required may be 
examined by contacting the Chief, Air¬ 
space Branch, Air Traffic Division, Cen¬ 
tral Region, Federal Aviation Agency, 
4825 Troost Avenue, Kansas City, Mo., 
64110. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Central Region, ATTN: Chief, Air Traf¬ 
fic Division, Federal Aviation Agency, 
4825 Troost Avenue, Kansas City, Mo., 
64110. All communications received 
within forty-five days after publication 
of this, notice in the Federal Register 
will be considered before action is taken 
on the proposed amendment. No public 
hearing is contemplated at this time, but 
arrangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Agency officials 
may be made by contacting the Regional 
Air Traffic Division Chief. Any data, 
views, or arguments presented during 
such conferences must also be submitted 
in writing in accordance with this no¬ 
tice in order to become part of the rec¬ 
ord for consideration. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

The public docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons in the 
office of the Regional Counsel, Federal 
Aviation Agency, 4825 Troost Avenue, 
Kansas City, Mo., 64110. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of section 307(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 
1348). 

Issued at Kansas City, Mo., on Octo¬ 
ber 28, 1964. 

Henry L. Newman, 
Acting Director, Central Region. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11388; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:46 ajn.J 
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[ 14 CFR Part 71 [New] ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 64-SO-56] 

CONTROL AREA EXTENSION AND 
TRANSITION AREA 

Proposed Revocation and Designation 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering amendments to Part 71 [New] of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations which 
would revoke the control area extension 
and designate a transition area at Green¬ 
ville, Miss. 

The Greenville, Miss., control area ex¬ 
tension is presently designated within 8 
miles E and 5 miles W of the 006° and 
186° bearings from the Greenville Mu¬ 
nicipal Airport (latitude 33°23'10" N., 
longitude 91°00'00" W.) extending from 
V-278 to 17 miles S of the Greenville 
Municipal Airport. 

Flight activities are being moved from 
the old Greenville Municipal Airport to 
the Greenville AFB which is to be re¬ 
named the Greenville Municipal Airport. 
The Federal Aviation Agency plans to 
commission a VOR to serve the new 
Greenville Municipal Airport. 

Because of the change in airspace re¬ 
quirements in the Greenville area, the 
Federal Aviation Agency proposes to re¬ 
voke the Greenville, Miss., control area 
extension and designate a Greenville, 
Miss., transition area as that airspace 
extending upward from 700 feet above 
the surface within a 5-mile radius of the 
Greenville Municipal Airport (latitude 
33°29'05" N., longitude 90°59'06" W.) 
and within 2 miles each side of the 
Greenville VOR 006° radial extending 
from the 5-mile radius area to 8 miles 
N of the VOR; including that airspace 
extending upward from 1,200 feet above 
the surface within 8 miles W and 5 miles 
E of the Greenville VOR 006° and 186° 
radials extending from 12 miles N to 4 
miles S of the VOR. 

The transition area is required to pro¬ 
tect a proposed instrument approach 
procedure, holding pattern and missed 
approach procedure on the planned VOR. 
The floors of airways which traverse the 
transition area proposed herein would 
automatically coincide with the floors 
of the transition area. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in duplicate to the Director, 
Southern Region, Attn: Chief, Air Traffic 
Division, Federal Aviation Agency, Post 
Office Box 20636, Atlanta, Ga., 30320. 
All communications received within 
thirty days after publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register will be 
considered before action is taken on the 
proposed % amendment. No hearing is 
contemplated at this time, but arrange¬ 
ments for informal conferences with 
Federal Aviation Agency officials may be 
made by contacting the Chief, Air Traffic 
Division. Any data, views or arguments 
presented during such conferences must 
also be submitted in writing in accord¬ 
ance with this notice in order to become 
part of the record for consideration. The 
proposal contained in this notice may 
be changed in the light of comments 
received. 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

The official Docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Southern Regional Office, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, Room 724, 3400 Whipple 
Street, East Point, Ga. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)). 

Issued in East Point, Ga., on October 
30,1964. 

Paul H. Boatman, 
Acting Director, Southern Region . 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11389; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 [New! 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 64-SO-60] 

CONTROL ZONE AND TRANSITION 
AREA 

Proposed Designation and 
Redesignation 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering amendments to Part 71 [New] 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
which would designate a control zone and 
alter the transition area at Crossville, 
Tenn. 

It is the policy of the Agency to es¬ 
tablish control zones at airports for 
which instrument approach procedures 
are prescribed and published under Part 
97 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
provided the airports meet certain com¬ 
munications and weather reporting re¬ 
quirements. Crossville Memorial Air¬ 
port meets all requirements for a control 
zone. 

The Crossville, Tenn., transition area 
is presently designated as that airspace 
extending upward from 700 feet above 
the surface within a 6-mile radius of the 
Crossville Memorial Airport (latitude 
35°57'05" N., longitude 85°05'05" W.), 
within 2 miles each side of the Crossville 
VORTAC 334° radial, extending from the 
6-mile radius area to the VORTAC, and 
within 8 miles NE and 5 miles SW of the 
Crossville VORTAC 154° radial, extend¬ 
ing from the VORTAC to 12 miles SE, 
excluding the area SE of a line 16 miles 
NW of and parallel to the Chattanooga, 
Tenn., VORTAC 037° radial. 

The City of Crossville proposes to es¬ 
tablish a nondirectional radio beacon, 
hereinafter referred to as the Crossville 
RBN, at latitude 35°58'06" N., longi¬ 
tude 84°59'40" W. The radio beacon 
will be for public use and an instrument 
approach procedure to the Crossville 
Memorial Airport, utilizing this facility, 
will be published under Part 97 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations. 

The Crossville control zone would be 
designated as that airspace within a 5- 
mile radius of the Crossville Memorial 
Airport (latitude 35°57'05" N., longitude 
85° 05'05" W.), within 2 miles each side 
of the Crossville VORTAC 334° radial, 
extending from the 5-mile radius zone 
to the VORTAC. 

The Crossville transition area would be 
redesignated as that airspace extending 
upward from 700 feet above the surface 
within a 6-mile radius of the Crossville 
Memorial Airport (latitude 35°57'05" N., 
longitude 85°05'05" W.); within 5 miles 


SW and 8 miles NE of the Crossville 
VORTAC 154° radial, extending from the 
VORTAC to 12 miles SE, excluding the 
area SE of a line 16 miles NW of and 
parallel to the Chattanooga, Tenn., VOR¬ 
TAC 037° radial; within 8 miles S and 
5 miles N of the 073° bearing from the 
Crossville RBn (latitude 35°58'06" N., 
longitude 84°59'40" W.) extending from 
the 6-mile radius area to 12 miles E of 
the RBn, excluding that airspace within 
a 10-mile radius of Fowler Field, Rock- 
wood, Tenn. (latitude 35°55'15" N., 
longitude 84°41'25" W.). 

The control zone is required to protect 
aircraft arriving and departing the 
Crossville Memorial Airport in accord¬ 
ance with Instrument Flight Rules. The 
transition area alteration proposed here¬ 
in will provide protection for the pro¬ 
posed new instrument approach pro¬ 
cedure. The control zone designation 
will eliminate the requirement for a 
transition area between the VORTAC 
and the 6-mile radius area around the 
airport. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in duplicate to the Director, 
Southern Region, Attn: Chief, Air Traffic 
Division, Federal Aviation Agency, Post 
Office Box 20636, Atlanta, Ga., 30320. 
All communications received within 30 
days after publication of this notice in 
the Federal Register will be considered 
before action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. No hearing is contemplat¬ 
ed at this time, but arrangements for in¬ 
formal conferences with Federal Aviation 
Agency officials may be made by con¬ 
tacting the Chief, Air Traffic Division. 
Any data, views, or arguments presented 
during such conferences must also be 
submitted in writing in accordance with 
this notice in order to become part of 
the record for consideration. The pro¬ 
posal contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments re¬ 
ceived. 

The official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Southern Regional Office, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, Room 724, 3400 Whipple 
Street, East Point, Ga. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)). 

Issued in East Point, Ga., on October 
30,1964. 

Paul H. Boatman, 
Acting Director , Southern Region. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11390; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 [New] ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 64-CE-65] 

FEDERAL AIRWAY 
Proposed Revocation 

Notice is hereby given that the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency is considering an 
amendment to Part 71 [New] of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations which would 
revoke VOR Federal airway No. 505 from 
Helena, Mont., to Great Falls, Mont. 

Interested persons are invited to par¬ 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
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rule by submitting such written data, 
views, or arguments as they may desire. 
Communications should be submitted in 
triplicate to the Director, Central Re¬ 
gion, Attention: Chief, Air Traffic Divi¬ 
sion, Federal Aviation Agency, 4825 
Troost Avenue, Kansas City, Mo., 64110. 
All communications received within 45 
days after publication of the notice in 
the Federal Register will be considered 
by the Administrator before taking ac¬ 
tion on the proposed rule. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

An official docket will be available for 
examination, by interested persons, at 
the Federal Aviation Agency, Office of 
the General Counsel, Attention: Rules 
Docket, 800 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. An informal docket 
also will be available for examination 
at the office of the Regional Air Traffic 
Division Chief. 

VOR Federal airway No. 505 is des¬ 
ignated from Helena, Mont., via the in¬ 
tersection of Helena 089° and Great Falls, 
Mont.. 180° radials; to Great Falls. The 
latest Federal Aviation Agency IFR peak 
day airway traffic survey for V-505 
showed no aircraft movements between 
Helena and Great Falls. In addition, 
there is no longer an air traffic control 
requirement for this airway. Accord¬ 
ingly, V-505 can no longer be justified 
as an assignment of airspace. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Octo¬ 
ber 30, 1964. 

Daniel E. Barrow, 

Chief, Airspace Regulations 
and Procedures Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11391; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 [New] 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 64-SO-36] 

FEDERAL AIRWAY SEGMENT 
Proposed Designation 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering an amendment to Part 71 [New] 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
which would designate a segment of VOR 
Federal airway No. 241 west alternate 
from Dothan, Ala., to Columbus, Ga., via 
Midway Intersection. 

Interested persons are invited to par¬ 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting such written data, 
views, or arguments as they may desire. 
Communications should be submitted in 
triplicate to the Director, Southern Re¬ 
gion, Attn: Chief, Air Traffic Division, 
Federal Aviation Agency, Post Office Box 
20636, Atlanta, Ga., 30320. All com¬ 
munications received within 45 days after 
publication of the notice in the Federal 
Register will be considered by the Ad¬ 
ministrator before taking action on the 
proposed rule. The proposal contained 
in this notice may be changed in light 
of the comments received. 

An official docket will be available for 
examination, by interested persons, at the 
Federal Aviation Agency, Office of the 


General Counsel, Attention: Rules 
Docket, 800 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. An informal docket 
also will be available for examination 
at the office of the Regional Air Traf¬ 
fic Division Chief. 

Victor 241 is designated in part from 
Dothan via Eufaula, Ala., to Columbus. 
The proposed west alternate from Dot¬ 
han via the intersection of the Dothan 
002° and Columbus 219° True radials; to 
Columbus, would provide an additional 
route between Dothan and Columbus and 
relieve the heavy congestion of air traf¬ 
fic now operating between these points 
on Victor 241. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Octo¬ 
ber 30, 1964. 

Daniel E. Barrow, 

Chief, Airspace Regulations 
and Procedures Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11392; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 [New] 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 64-SO-38] 

FEDERAL AIRWAY SEGMENT 
Proposed Revocation 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering an amendment to Part 71 [New! 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
which would revoke the segment of VOR 
Federal airway. No. 143 west alternate 
from Fort Mill, S.C., to Greensboro, N.C. 

Interested persons are invited to par¬ 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting such written data, 
views, or arguments as they may desire. 
Communications should be submitted in 
triplicate to the Director, Southern 
Region, Attention: Chief, Air Traffic Di¬ 
vision, Federal Aviation Agency, Post 
Office Box 20636, Atlanta, Ga., 30320. 
All communications received within 45 
days after publication of the notice in 
the Federal Register will be considered 
by the Administrator before taking 
action on the proposed rule. The pro¬ 
posal contained in this notice may be 
changed in light of comments received. 

An official docket will be available for 
examination, by interested persons, at 
the Federal Aviation Agency, Office of 
the General Counsel, Attention: Rules 
Docket, 800 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. An informal docket 
also will be available for examination at 
the Office of the Regional Air Traffic 
Division Chief. 

VOR Federal airway No. 143 west alter¬ 
nate is designated in part from Fort Mill 
via the intersection of Fort Mill 005° 
and Greensboro 238° radials to Greens¬ 
boro. The latest Federal Aviation 
Agency IFR peak day airway traffic sur¬ 
vey for this airway segment showed no 
aircraft movements between Fort Mill 
and Greensboro. The Agency is con¬ 
sidering the revocation of this segment 
of Victor 143 west alternate as it can no 
longer be justified as an assignment of 
airspace. Aircraft can continue to op¬ 
erate direct between Fort Mill and 
Greensboro via Victor 143 or via a com¬ 


bination of VOR Federal airways Nos. 37 
and 20 which are designated in part via 
the alignment of Victor 143 west alter¬ 
nate. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on October 
30, 1964. 

Daniel E. Barrow, 

Chief, Airspace Regulations 
and Procedures Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11393; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:46 a.m.l 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 [New] ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 64-CE-74] 

TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Alteration 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering an amendment to Part 71 [New] 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations to 
alter controlled airspace in the Reads- 
ville, Mo., transition area. 

The Readsville, Mo., transition area 
is presently designated as that airspace 
extending upward from 1,200 feet above 
the surface within 10 miles S and 7 miles 
N of the Readsville VOR 280° and 100° 
radials, extending from 20 miles W to 9 
miles E of the VOR. 

The Federal Aviation Agency, having 
completed a comprehensive review of the 
airspace structural requirements in the 
Readsville, Mo., area, proposes the fol¬ 
lowing airspace action: Redesignate the 
Readsville, Mo., transition area to com¬ 
prise that airspace extending upward 
from 1200 feet above the surface within 6 
miles N and 9 miles S of the Readsville 
VOR 100° and 280° radials extending 
from 8 miles E to 19 miles W of the VOR 
and the airspace north of Readsville 
bounded on the N by V-4, on the E by 
an arc of a 3 3-mile radius circle centered 
on the St. Louis Municipal Airport, on 
the S by V-12 and on the<W by V-63. 

The floors of the airways that would 
traverse the transition area proposed 
herein would automatically coincide with 
the floors of the transition area. 

The proposed transition area would 
provide protection for aircraft in pre¬ 
scribed holding patterns at the Reads¬ 
ville VOR, for aircraft transitioning from 
the jet route structure to the VOR air¬ 
way system, and for aircraft utilizing 
the long range radar vectoring service 
provided by the Kansas City, Mo., Air 
Route Traffic Control Center. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Central Region, Attn: Chief, Air Traffic 
Division, Federal Aviation Agency, 4825 
Troost Avenue, Kansas City, Mo., 64110. 
All communications received within 45 
days after publication of this notice in 
the Federal Register will be considered 
before action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. No public hearing is con¬ 
templated at this time, but arrangements 
for informal conferences with Federal 
Aviation Agency officials may be made 
by contacting the Regional Air Traffic 
Division Chief. Any data, views, or ar- 
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guments presented during such confer¬ 
ences must also be submitted in writing 
in accordance with this notice in order 
to become part of the record for con¬ 
sideration. The proposal contained in 
this notice may be changed in the light 
of comments received. 

The public Docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons in the 
office of the Regional Counsel, Federal 
Aviation Agency, 4825 Troost Avenue, 
Kansas City, Mo., 64110. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of section 307(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 
1348). 

Issued at Kansas City, Mo., on October 
28, 1964. 

Henry L. Newman, 
Acting Director, Central Region. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11394; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
. 8:46 a.m.] 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 [New! 1 

[Airspace Docket No. 64-WE-8] 

TRANSITION AREA AND FEDERAL 
AIRWAY 

Proposed Designation 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering amendments to Part 71 [New] 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
which would designate controlled air¬ 
space for terminal procedures at Ely, 
Nev., and two airways connecting Ely 
with Elko, Nev., and an intersection near 
Bonneville, Utah. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket num¬ 
ber and be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director, Western Region, Attn: Chief, 
Air Traffic Division, Federal Aviation 
Agency, 5651 West Manchester Avenue, 
Post Office Box 90007, Airport Station, 
Los Angeles, Calif., 90009. All communi¬ 
cations received within 45 days after 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendment. 
The proposal contained in this notice 
may be changed in the light of comments 
received. 

An official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Agency, Office of the 
General Counsel, Attn: Rules Docket, 
800 Independence Avenue SW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. An informal docket also 
will be available for examination at the 
office of the Regional Air Traffic Divi¬ 
sion Chief. 

The Federal Aviation Agency, having 
completed a comprehensive review of the 
terminal airspace structure requirements 
in the Ely terminal area, proposes the 
following airspace actions: 

(a) Designate the Ely, Nev., transi¬ 
tion area to comprise that airspace ex¬ 
tending upward from 700 feet above the 
surface within a 5-mile radius of the 
Ely VOR, and within 5 miles northeast 
and 8 miles southwest of the Ely VOR 
303° True radial, extending from the 
VOR to 12 miles northwest; and that 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

airspace extending upward from 1,200 
feet above the surface within the arc 
of a 17-mile radius circle centered on 
the Ely VOR extending clockwise from 
a line 5 miles southwest of and parallel 
to the Ely VOR 332° True radial to a 
line 5 miles east of and parallel to the 
Ely VOR 007° True radial, and within 
5 miles each side of the Ely VOR 167° 
True radial, extending from the VOR to 
21 miles south. 

(b) 1. Designate an airway from Ely, 
Nev., direct to Elko, Nev. 

2. Designate an airway from Ely, Nev., 
to the intersection of the Ely 007° and 
the Bonneville, Utah, 272° True radials. 

The airspace of both airways below 
12,500 feet MSL would be excluded. 

The transition area proposed herein 
would provide protection for aircraft 
executing prescribed instrument ap¬ 
proach, missed approach and departure 
procedures at Ely, Nev. Designation of 
the airways would provide airway con¬ 
tinuity between Ely and points east and 
west on Victors 32 and 810. 

These amendments are proposed un¬ 
der the authority of section 307(a) of 
the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 
U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Oc¬ 
tober 30,1964. 

Daniel E. Barrow, 

Chief, Airspace Regulations 
and Procedures Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11395; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[14 CFR Part 73 [New] ] 

„ [Airspace Docket No. 64-LAX-14] 

RESTRICTED AREA 
Proposed Redesignation 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering an amendment to Part 73 [New] 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
which would redesignate the Yuma East, 
Ariz., Restricted Area R-2308. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket num¬ 
ber and be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director, Western Region, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, 5651 West Manchester Ave¬ 
nue, Post Office Box 90007, Airport 
Station, Los Angeles, Calif., 90009. 
All communications received within 30 
days after publication of this notice in 
the Federal Register will be considered 
before action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. The proposal contained in 
this notice may be changed in the light of 
comments received. 

An official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Agency, Office of the 
General Counsel, Attention: Rules Dock¬ 
et, 800 Independence Avenue SW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. An informal docket also 
will be available for examination at the 
office of the Regional Air Traffic Division 
Chief. 

The Yuma East, Ariz., Restricted Area 
R-2308, is presently designated for joint 


use from 1,500 feet AGL to 20,000 MSL. 
The Commanding Officer, Yuma Proving 
Ground, Yuma, Ariz., is the using agency 
and the Federal Aviation Agency, Los 
Angeles ARTC Center is the controlling 
agency. Time of designation is con¬ 
tinuous to terminate January 15, 1965. 

In May 1964 the Department of the 
Army requested the redesignation and 
expansion of R-2308. Their request in¬ 
cluded an extension to the east of ap¬ 
proximately four miles and an extension 
of the lower limits of the entire area 
from 1,500 feet AGL to the surface, how¬ 
ever they were unable to justify a re¬ 
quirement for lowering the floor of the 
entire airspace to the surface. 

The redesignation of R-2308 would be 
in support of the current drone program 
being conducted by the Yuma Proving 
Ground and for which the restricted area 
was originally designated. 

R-2308 as presently described does 
not contain the entire flight paths of 
the drone activities; however, by extend¬ 
ing the area to the east as proposed, the 
area will laterally contain the drone 
flight activities. In order to conduct low 
altitude drone flights it is necessary to 
designate a restricted area from 1,500 
feet AGL to the surface over a portion of 
the area. This portion so designated 
overlies land leased by the Army for 
military purposes and is described below 
as R-2308B. The area, described as 
Rr-2308A, would have a floor of 1,500' 
AGL. 

It is estimated that R-2308A would be 
released for general use 80 percent of 
the time, and the airspace below 1,500 
feet AGL, designated as R-2308B, would 
be activated for military use a total of 
approximately 20 hours during calendar 
year 1965. 

After extensive coordination with the 
Army, they have modified their original 
proposal in accordance with the preced¬ 
ing paragraph. 

If this action is taken on the modified 
proposal, the Yuma East Restricted Area 
R-2308 would be redescribed in two parts 
as follows: 

R-2308A Yuma East, Ariz. 

Boundaries. Beginning at latitude 33 0 28' - 
00" N., longitude 114°13'00" W.; to latitude 
33°24'00" N., longitude 113°39'00" W.; to 
latitude 33°17'30" N., longitude 113 WOO" 
W.; to latitude 33°15'00" N., longitude 113°- 
19'30" W.; to latitude 33°13'00" N., longitude 
113°18'00" W.; to latitude 33WOO" N., 
longitude 113°19'30" W.; to latitude 33°03'- 
45" N., longitude 113°24'00" W.; to latitude 
33°02'00" N., longitude 113°27'00" W.; to 
latitude 33°02'00" N., longitude 113°56'30" 
W.; to latitude 33°00'00" N., longitude 114°- 
ll'OO" W.; to latitude 33°00'00" N., longitude 
114° 17'20" W.; thence north along State 
Highway 95 to point of beginning. 

Altitude . 1,500 feet AGL to flight level 

200 . 

Time of use. Continuous. 

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation 
Agency, Los Angeles ARTC Center. 

Using agency. Commanding Officer, Yuma 
Proving Ground, Yuma, Ariz. 

R-2308B Yuma East, Ariz. 

Boundaries. Beginning at latitude 33 ° 02 
00" N. f longitude 113°45'00" W.; to latitude 
33°17'30" N., longitude 113 WOO" W.; to 
latitude 33°17'30" N., longitude 113°39'04 
W.; to latitude 33°02'00" N., longitude 113°- 
39'04" W.; to point of beginning. 

Altitude. Surface to 1,500 feet AGL. 








Saturday , November 7, 1964 


FEDERAL REGISTER 


15095 


Time of use. Continuous. 

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation 
Agency, Los Angeles ARTC Center. 

Using agency. Commanding Officer, Yuma 
Proving Ground, Yuma, Ariz. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Novem¬ 
ber 6, 1964. 

Daniel E. Barrow, 

Chief , Airspace Regulations 
and Procedures Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 64^11486; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

9:40 a.m.] 

J 




DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Office of the Secretary 

SEMINOLE INDIAN RESERVATION, 
FLORIDA 

Ordinance Legalizing Introduction, 

Sale or Possession of Intoxicants 

Pursuant to the Act of August 15, 1953 
(Public Law 277, 83d Congress, 1st Ses¬ 
sion; 67 Stat. 586), I certify that Semi¬ 
nole Tribal Council Ordinance No. C-2- 
65, was enacted on September 11, 1964, 
determining that the introduction, sale 
and possession of intoxicating bever¬ 
ages shall be lawful in accordance with 
the laws of the State of Florida on the 
Dania, Brighton, and Big Cypress Res¬ 
ervations which comprise the juris¬ 
diction of the Seminole Tribe of Florida. 
Relevant portions of the ordinance read 
as follows: 

Whereas, the Seminole Tribe of Florida 
is an organized Tribe as defined in section 
16 of the Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984) 
as amended by the Act of June 15, 1935 (49 
Stat. 378), and 

Whereas, Public Law 277, 83d Congress, ap¬ 
proved August 15, 1953, provides that sec¬ 
tions 1154, 1156, 3113, 3488, and 3618 of Title 
18, United States Code, commonly referred 
to as the Federal Indian Liquor Laws, shall 
not apply to any act or transaction within 
any area of Indian country provided such 
act or transaction is in conformity with 
both the laws of the State in which such act 
or transaction occurs, and with an ordinance 
duly adopted by the Tribe having jurisdic¬ 
tion over such area of Indian country cer¬ 
tified by the Secretary of the Interior and 
published in the Federal Register. 

Now threfore be it resolved: By the Tribal 
Council of the Seminole Tribe of Florida 
that the provisions of this Ordinance shall 
apply on the Dania, Brighton, and Big Cy¬ 
press Reservations under the jurisdiction 
of the Seminole Tribe of Florida. 

Section I. That the introduction, sale or 
possession of intoxicating beverages shall be 
lawful within the Indian country under the 
jurisdiction of the Seminole Tribe of Florida, 
provided that such introduction, sale or pos¬ 
session is in conformity with the laws of 
the State of Florida and with the provisions 
of this Ordnance. 

Section II. In addition to the licenses re¬ 
quired by the laws of the State of Florida, 
no person shall engage in the sale of in¬ 
toxicating beverages within Indian country 
under the jurisdiction of the Seminole Tribe 
of Florida unless duly licensed by the Tribal 
Council of the Seminole Tribe of Florida. 

Section III. No tribal liquor license issued 
under this Ordinance shall be granted to any 
person not possessing the qualifications and 
satisfying the conditions hereunder set forth. 
Any person or persons desiring a tribal liquor 
license required by Section II of the Ordi¬ 
nance shall file a sworn application for li¬ 
cense with the Tribal Council of the Seminole 
Tribe of Florida. The application shall con¬ 
tain a full and complete showing of the fol¬ 
lowing : 

a. Proof satisfactory to the Tribal Coun¬ 
cil that the applicant is or will be duly li¬ 
censed by the State of Florida. 

b. Proof satisfactory to the Tribal Coun¬ 
cil that the applicant is or will be duly li- 
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censed by the representative county if such 
licenses are applicable. 

c. (1) Payment of a fee of $25.00 for sale 
of intoxicants for off-premise consumption. 

(2) Payment of a fee of $50.00 for sale 
of intoxicants for on-premise consumption. 

d. Proof satisfactory to the Tribal Coun¬ 
cil that the applicant is not an officer or 
member of the Tribal Council or the Board 
of Directors of the Seminole Tribe of Florida, 
Inc., or an employee of the Tribe. 

Section IV. Any tribal license issued un¬ 
der this Ordinance shall be subject to the 
following conditions: 

a. The Tribal license shall be for a term 
of one year beginning October 1, and run 
concurrently with the term of the State 
license. 

b. When a state liquor license on the 
reservation is transferred, the licensee shall 
not operate the establishment until a tribal 
license has been obtained as required by this 
Ordinance. 

c. Liquor establishments operating under a 
tribal liquor license shall be closed during 
voting hours on days of official tribal elec¬ 
tions. 

Section V. Issuance of Tribal licenses: 

a. Tribal licenses issued hereunder shall 
be issued by the tribal Secretary-Treasurer 
after approval thereof by the Tribal Council. 

b. Fees for licenses issued hereunder shall 
be paid to the tribal Secretary-Treasurer for 
deposit to the general fund of the Tribe in 
the Tribe’s usual depository. 

Stewart L. Udall, 
Secretary of the Interior. 

November 3,1964. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11375; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:45 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service 

PRICES FOR HAWAIIAN SUGARCANE 
AND DESIGNATION OF PRESIDING 
OFFICERS 

Notice of Hearing 

Pursuant to the authority contained in 
section 301(c)(2) of the Sugar Act of 
1948, as amended (61 Stat. 929; 7 U.S.C. 
1131), and in accordance with the rules 
of practice and procedure applicable to 
fair price proceedings (7 CFR 802.1 et 
seq.), notice is hereby given that a public 
hearing will be held in Hilo, on the 
Island of Hawaii, in the Auditorium of 
the Hilo Electric Light Co., Ltd., on De¬ 
cember 4, 1964, beginning at 9:00 a.m. 

The purpose of this hearing is to re¬ 
ceive evidence likely to be of assistance 
to the Secretary of Agriculture in deter¬ 
mining, pursuant to the provisions of 
section 301(c)(2) of said Act, fair and 
reasonable prices or rates for the 1965 
crop of Hawaiian sugarcane to be paid, 
under either purchase or toll agreements, 
by producers who process sugarcane 
grown by other producers and who apply 
for payments under the said Act. 


The hearing after being called to order 
at the time and place mentioned herein, 
may be continued from day to day within 
the discretion of the presiding officers, 
and may be adjourned to a later day or 
to a different place without notice other 
than the announcement thereof at the 
hearing by the presiding officers. 

In the interest of obtaining the best 
possible information, all interested per¬ 
sons are requested to appear at the hear¬ 
ing to express their views and present 
appropriate data in regard to the forego¬ 
ing matter. All written submissions 
made pursuant to this notice will be made 
available for public inspection at such 
times and places and in a manner con¬ 
venient to the public business (7 CFR 
1.27(b)). 

John C. Bagwell, Tom O. Murphy, and 
Floyd W. McCoy, are hereby designated 
as presiding officers to conduct either 
jointly or severally the foregoing hearing. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on No¬ 
vember 4,1964. 

H. D. Godfrey, 
Administrator, ASCS. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11435; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:49 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH. EDU¬ 
CATION. AND WELFARE 

Food and Drug Administration 
HESS AND CLARK 

Notice of Filing of Petition Regarding 
Food Additive Furazolidone 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b) (5), 72 Stat. 1786 ; 21 U.S.C. 348(b) 
(5)), notice is given that a petition (FAP 
5C1552) has been filed by Hess and Clark, 
Division of Richardson-Merrell, Inc.. 
Ashland, Ohio, proposing the amendment 
of § 121.255 to provide for the safe use of 
furazolidone in swine feed, when fed for 
a minimum of five weeks at 100 grams 
per ton for specified conditions of swine. 

Publication of this notice in no way 
constitutes actual or implied approval of 
the additive and its recommended use by 
the petitioner. 

Dated: November 2,1964. 

Malcolm R. Stephens, 
Assistant Commissioner 

for Regulations. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11402; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:47 a.m.] 


S. B. PENICK AND CO. 

Notice of Filing of Petition Regarding 
Color Additive Henna 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
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706(d), 74 Stat. 402; 21 U.S.C. 376(d)), 
notice is given that a petition (CAP 16) 
has been filed by S. B. Penick and Com¬ 
pany, 100 Church Street, New York 8, 
N.Y., proposing the issuance of a regula¬ 
tion to provide for the safe use and ex¬ 
emption from certification of henna 
(Lawsonia alba Lam., Lawsonia inermis 
L.) as a color for hair. Proposed label¬ 
ing warns against use in the area of the 
eye. 

Dated: November3,1964. 

Malcolm R. Stephens, 
Assistant Commissioner 

for Regulations . 

[FJt. Doc. 64-11403; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:47 a.m.] 


WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC CORP. 

Notice of Filing of Petition for Food 
Additives 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(b) (5)), notice is given that a petition 
(FAP 5M1592) has been filed by West- 
inghouse Electric Corporation, 3 Gate¬ 
way Center, Pittsburgh, Pa., 15230, 
proposing the issuance of a regulation 
to provide for the safe use of ultraviolet 
radiation in the processing, handling, 
and storing of food. 

Dated: November 2,1964. 

Malcolm R. Stephens, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Regulations . 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11404; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:47 a.m.] 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File No. 2-21509 etc.] 

TRAILER TRAIN CO. 

Notice of Application and Opportunity 
for Hearing 

November 3,1964. 

Notice is hereby given that Trailer 
Train Company (File Nos. 2-21509 (22- 
3554), 2-22896 (22-3774)) has filed an 
application pursuant to clause (ii) of sec¬ 
tion 310(b) of the Trust Indenture Act 
of 1939 (hereinafter referred to as the 
Act) for a finding by the Commission 
that the trusteeship of The First Penn¬ 
sylvania Banking and Trust Company 
(‘ Bank”) under an indenture with re¬ 
spect to an existing series of equipment 
trust certificates of the Company, namely 
Series 3, which was qualified under the 
Act, and the trusteeship of the bank 
under a new indenture which is proposed 
to be qualified under the Act is not so 
likely to involve a material conflict of 
interest as to make it necessary in the 
public interest or for the protection of 
No. 219-5 


investors to disqualify the bank from act¬ 
ing as trustee under the existing trust¬ 
eeship and under the indenture to be 
qualified. 

Section 310(b) of the Act provides in 
part that if a trustee under an indenture 
qualified under the Act has or shall ac¬ 
quire any conflicting interest (as defined 
in that section), it shall within ninety 
days after ascertaining that it has such 
conflicting interest, either eliminate such 
conflicting interest or resign. Subsec¬ 
tion (1) of this section provides, with 
certain exceptions stated therein, that a 
trustee under a qualified indenture shall 
be deemed to have a conflicting interest 
if such trustee is trustee under another 
indenture under which any other securi¬ 
ties, or certificates of interest or par¬ 
ticipation in any other securities of the 
same issuer are outstanding. 

The present application, filed pursuant 
to clause (ii) of section 310(b) (1) of the 
Act seeks to exclude the existing inden¬ 
ture of the Company, under which the 
bank serves as trustee, from the opera¬ 
tion of section 310(b) (1) of the Act. 

The effect of the provision contained 
in clause (ii) of section 310(b) (1) of the 
Act on the matter of the present applica¬ 
tion is such that the existing indenture 
referred to above may be excluded from 
the operation of section 310(b) (1) of the 
Act if the Company shall have sustained 
the burden of proving, by this application 
to the Commission and after opportunity 
for hearing thereon, that the trusteeship 
of the bank under the presently out¬ 
standing indenture and under the pro¬ 
posed new indenture is not so likely to 
involve a material conflict of interest as 
to make it necessary in the public interest 
or for the protection of investors to dis¬ 
qualify the bank from acting as trustee 
under the indenture to be qualified. 

The Company alleges that: 

(1) The Company proposes to issue 

and sell approximately $5,040,000 aggre¬ 
gate principal amount of its-percent 

Equipment Trust Certificates (Series 4) 
to be issued under a new indenture to be 
executed by the Company with the bank 
as trustee. 

(2) The Company proposes to issue 
and sell the new equipment trust certifi¬ 
cates to the public. On November 5, 
1964, it will file a registration statement 
under the Securities Act of 1933 and an 
indenture to be qualified under the Trust 
Indenture Act of 1939. 

(3) The bank, the proposed trustee 
under the indenture to be qualified, is 
presently the trustee under an indenture 
with respect to an existing series of 
equipment trust certificates of the Com¬ 
pany, namely Series 3. The trust cer¬ 
tificates comprising such series were reg¬ 
istered under the Securities Act of 1933 
and the indenture with respect thereto 
was qualified under the Trust Indenture 
Act of 1939 (File No. 2-21509 (22-3554)) 
$4,560,000 in aggregate principal amount 
of such certificates is outstanding under 
the present trusteeship. 

(4) Such differences as will exist be¬ 
tween the indenture with respect to the 


existing trusteeship and the new inden¬ 
ture will not give rise to a conflict of 
interest in the trustee as to make it nec¬ 
essary in the public interest or for the 
protection of investors to disqualify the 
bank from acting as trustee under the 
new indenture. 

(5) The Company’s Equipment Trust 
Certificates, Series 3, and the proposed 
Equipment Trust Certificates, Series 4, 
are secured by separate lots of identified 
railroad cars. In the event that the 
trustee should have occasion to proceed 
under any such indenture against the 
cars securing such indenture, this would 
not affect the security or the use of any 
such security under the other indenture, 
so that existence of the other indenture 
would in any way inhibit or discourage 
the trustee’s actions. 

For a more detailed statement of the 
matters of fact and law asserted, all per¬ 
sons are referred to said application 
which is on file in the offices of the Com¬ 
mission at 425 Second Street NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

Notice is further given that an order 
granting the application may be issued 
by the Commission at any time on or 
after November 24, 1964, unless prior 
thereto a hearing upon the application is 
ordered by the Commission, as provided 
in clause (ii) of section 310(b) (1) of the 
Trust Indenture Act of 1939. Any per¬ 
son may, not later than November 23, 
1964, at 5:30 p.m., e.s.t., in writing submit 
to the Commission, his views or any addi¬ 
tional facts bearing upon this application 
or the desirability of a hearing thereon. 
Any such communication or request 
should be addressed: Secretary, Securi¬ 
ties and Exchange Commission, 425 Sec¬ 
ond Street NW., Washington, D.C., 
20549, and should state briefly the nature 
of the interest of the person submitting 
such information or requesting a hear¬ 
ing, the reasons for such request, and the 
issues of fact and law raised by the appli¬ 
cation which he desires to controvert. 

For the Commission (Pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority). 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11371; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:45 a.m.] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[Docket No. 15240] 

FLUSHING HARPS FOOTBALL AND 
SOCIAL CLUB, INC., ET AL. 

Notice of Change in Place of Hearing 

The Flushing Harps Football and So¬ 
cial Club, Inc., John Stanley Boylan, 
individually, John Brady, individually; 
enforcement proceeding. 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, as amended, that public hearing 
in the above-entitled proceeding pre- 
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Item 

Agreement 
CAB 17666 

IATA 

Memo¬ 

randum 

From 

To 

Rates in 
cents 
per kg. 

Minimum 
weight 
in kgs. 

*0007 

R-63.. 

2058 

Buenos A1res___ 

New York __ 

40 

500 

2 4417 

R-64. 

2059 

Panama City_ 

La Paz 

66 

100 








* Fruits and/or Vegetables. 

2 Radio, Television and Combination Radio Phonograph Sets, Electrical Household Appliances, and parts thereof, 
N.E.S. 


viously assigned to be held in Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., on November 18,1964, is hereby 
assigned and will now be held before 
Examiner Richard A. Walsh on Novem¬ 
ber 18, 1964, at 10:00 a.m., e.s.t., in Con¬ 
ference Room F, 30 Church Street, New 
York, N.Y. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., November 
4,1964. 

[seal] Francis W. Brown, 

Chief Examiner. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11427; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:49 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 15433] 

PANAMA AERONAUTICA, S.A. 

Notice of Hearing 

In the matter of the cancellation of 
the foreign air carrier permit of Panama 
Aeronautica, S.A. 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, as amended, that a hearing in 
the above-entitled proceeding will be 
held on November 17,1964, at 10:00 a.m., 
e.s.t., in Room 607, Universal Building, 
Connecticut and Florida Avenues NW., 
Washington, D.C., before the under¬ 
signed Hearing Examiner. 

For further information concerning 
the issues involved and other matters in 
this proceeding, interested persons are 
referred to the Statement of Tentative 
Findings and Conclusions in the Board’s 
Order No. E-21133, adopted the 30th day 
of July, 1964, and the Memorandum filed 
by Panama Aeronautica, S.A. on August 
26, 1964, which are on file in the above 
docket in the Docket Section of the 
Board. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., November 
3, 1964. 

[seal] Leslie G. Donahue, 

Hearing Examiner. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11428; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:49 a.m.] 

[Docket No. 13777; Order E-21475] 

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Agreement Relating to Specific 
Commodity Rates 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 3d day of November 1964. 

There has been filed with the Board, 
pursuant to section 412(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act) and Part 
261 of the Board’s Economic Regulations, 
an agreement between various air car¬ 
riers, foreign air earners, and other car¬ 
riers embodied in the resolutions of 
Traffic Conference 1 of the International 
Air Transport Association (IATA), and 
adopted pursuant to the provisions of 
Resolution 590 (Commodity Rates 
Board). 

The agreement, adopted pursuant to 
unprotested notices to the carriers and 
promulgated in IATA memoranda TCI/ 
Rates 2058 and 2059, names the following 
additional specific commodity rates: 


The Board, acting pursuant to sections 
102, 204(a), and 412 of the Act, does not 
find the subject agreement to be adverse 
to the public interest or in violation of 
the Act. 

Accordingly, it is ordered: 

That Agreement C.A.B. 17666, R-63, 
and R-64, be approved, provided that 
such approval shall not constitute ap¬ 
proval of the specific commodity de¬ 
scriptions contained therein for pur¬ 
poses of tariff publication. 

Any air carrier party to the agreement, 
or any interested person, may, within 15 
days from the date of service of this 
order, submit statements in writing con¬ 
taining reasons deemed appropriate, to¬ 
gether with supporting data, in support 
of or in opposition to the Board’s action 
herein. An original and nineteen copies 
of the statements should be filed with 
the Board’s Docket Section. The Board 
may, upon consideration of any such 
statements filed, modify or rescind its 
action herein by subsequent order. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[ seal ] Harold R. Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11426; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:49 a.m.] 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[FCC 64-974] 

WESTERN TELEPHONE SYSTEM, INC. 

Proposed Tariffs; Memorandum 
Opinion and Order 

1. The Commission has before it (1) 
a proposed tariff, tendered for filing Sep¬ 
tember 4, 1964, by Western Telephone 
System, Inc., by its Transmittal No. 3, 
identified as Western Telephone System, 
Inc., Tariff F.C.C. No. 3, Message Toll 
Telephone Service Regulations and 
Schedules of Charges within the United 
states designated to become effective 
October 5,1964, and (2) a proposed tariff, 
tendered for filing October 1, 1964, by 
Western Telephone System, Inc., by its 
Transmittal No. 4, identified as Western 
Telephone System, Inc., Tariff F.C.C. 
No. 4, Leased Facilities—Intercity Serv¬ 
ice Voice Transmission Services Regula¬ 
tions and Schedules of Charges within 
the United States designated to become 
effective October 31, 1964. 

2. The tariffs of Western Telephone 
System, Inc. propose to offer message toll 
telephone service and leased facilities in 
intercity service “by means of wire, radio 


(nonlicensed operation permitted under 
Part 15 of the rules), or a combination 
thereof” between listed points in the 
State of Oregon and points in the State 
of Washington. However, there is no 
record in the Commission that Western 
Telephone System, Inc. has obtained 
from the Commission a certificate that 
the present or future public convenience 
and necessity require or will require the 
construction or operation of a new line 
or of an extension of any line to provide 
the interstate communications services 
described in the proposed tariffs as is re¬ 
quired by section 214 of the Communi¬ 
cations Act of 1934. In the absence of 
such certification, Western Telephone 
System, Inc. proposes to provide services 
by the proposed tariffs which it is not 
authorized by the Commission to pro¬ 
vide. Therefore, the tendered docu¬ 
ments should be stricken from the files 
and returned to the carrier. Matter of 
Press Wireless, Inc., 25 F.C.C. 1466 
(1958), aff’d.. Press Wireless, Inc. v. 
Federal Communications Commission, 
264 F. 2d 372 (D.C. Cir. 1959); Matter of 
RCA Communications, Inc., 34 F.C.C. 171 
(1963). 

3. Since Western Telephone System, 
Inc. is not authorized to provide the serv¬ 
ices described in the proposed tariffs, it 
was not authorized to collect charges for 
whatever service may have been rendered 
pursuant to the invalid tariffs. Any 
charges collected for such service by 
Western Telephone System, Inc. would 
subject it to the forfeiture provisions of 
section 203(e) of the Communications 
Act of 1934. To obviate this result, 
Western will be required to refund what¬ 
ever charges it may have collected for 
service rendered pursuant to the tendered 
tariffs. 

Accordingly, it is ordered. That the 
documents identified (1) as Western 
Telephone System, Inc., Tariff F.C.C. No. 
3, tendered for filing September 1, 1964, 
and (2) as Western Telephone System, 
Inc., Tariff F.C.C. No. 4, tendered for 
filing on October 1,1964, be stricken from 
the files and returned to Western Tele¬ 
phone System, Inc., and that both of 
them shall be void and their use unlaw¬ 
ful; and 

It is further ordered. That Western 
Telephone System, Inc. shall refund all 
charges collected for service rendered 
pursuant to the tendered documents to 
the persons from whom the charges were 
collected; and 

It is further ordered. That Western 
Telephone System, Inc. shall, within 
thirty days from the release of this order, 
submit to the Commission a verified re¬ 
port of (1) the sum of the charges col¬ 
lected, if any, for service rendered pur¬ 
suant to the tendered documents, (2) the 
persons from whom the charges were 
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collected, (3) the sums collected from 
each such person, and (4) the amount 
and the date of the refund to each such 
person. 

Adopted: October 28, 1964. 

Released: October 29, 1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 1 
[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11422; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. 15681, 15682; FCC 64M-1088] 

CHARLES L. HAMILTON, SR., ET AL. 

Order Scheduling Hearing 

In re applications of Charles L. Hamil¬ 
ton, Sr. and Mildred B. Hamilton (hus¬ 
band and wife), Newton, Iowa, Docket 
No. 15681, File No. BPH-4379; Richard 
C. Brandt, Newton, Iowa, Docket No. 
15682, File No. BPH-4422; for construc¬ 
tion permits. 

It is ordered , This 30th day of Octo¬ 
ber 1964, that David I. Kraushaar shall 
serve as the presiding officer in the above- 
entitled proceeding; that the hearings 
therein shall commence at 10:00 a.m. on 
December 16, 1964; and that a prehear¬ 
ing conference shall be convened at 9:00 
a.m. on November 25,1964; And it is fur¬ 
ther ordered. That, all proceedings shall 
be held in the offices of the Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 

Released: November 3,1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11419; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:49 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 15684; FCC 64M-1089] 

RADIO 13, INC. 

Order Scheduling Hearing 

In re application of Radio 13, Inc., 
Docket No. 15684, File No. BR-4064, for 
renewal of license of Station WHZN 
Hazleton, Pennsylvania. 

It is ordered, This 30th day of October 

1964, that Thomas H. Donahue will pre¬ 
side at the hearing in the above-entitled 
proceeding which is hereby scheduled to 
commence at 10:00 a.m. on January 18, 

1965, in Hazleton, Pa.; And it is further 
ordered. That a prehearing conference in 
the proceeding will be convened by the 
presiding officer at 10:00 a.m., Novem¬ 
ber 23, 1964, in Washington, D.C. 

Released: November 3, 1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11420; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:49 a.m.[ 


1 Commissioner Bartley absent. 


[Docket Nos. 15679, 15680; FCC 64M-1087] 

TRI-CITIES BROADCASTING CO. AND 
DAWSON COUNTY BROADCAST¬ 
ING CORP. 

Order Scheduling Hearing 

In re applications of David F. Stevens, 
Jr., tr/as Tri-Cities Broadcasting Co., 
Cozad, Nebraska, Docket No. 15679, File 
No. BP-15052; Dawson County Broad¬ 
casting Corporation, Cozad, Nebraska, 
Docket No. 15680, File No. BP-15679; for 
construction permits. 

It is ordered. This 30th day of October 
1964, that Herbert Sharfman shall serve 
as the presiding officer in the above- 
entitled proceeding; that the hearings 
therein shall commence at 10:00 a.m. 
on December 15, 1964; and that a pre- 
hearing conference shall be convened at 
9:00 a.m. on November 24, 1964: And 
it is further ordered, That all proceed¬ 
ings shall be held in the offices of the 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 

Released: November 3, 1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11421; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:49 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. 15595, 15597; FCC 64M-1092] 

WPFA RADIO, INC., AND CAPITAL 
BROADCASTING CO. 

Order Regarding Procedural Dates 

In re applications of WPFA Radio, Inc., 
Springfield, Illinois, Docket No. 15595, 
File No. BPH-4265; Harold J. Hoskins, 
John H. Johnson, W. F. Wingerter, and 
R. W. Deffenbaugh, d/b as Capital 
Broadcasting Co., Springfield, Illinois, 
Docket No. 15597, File No. BPH-4337; for 
construction permits. 

The Hearing Examiner having for con¬ 
sideration a letter of November 3, 1964, 
from counsel for Capital Broadcasting 
Co., requesting continuance of the pres¬ 
ently scheduled procedural dates; 

It appearing, that since the establish¬ 
ment of the presently scheduled dates, 
one applicant has withdrawn from the 
hearing and another has indicated an in¬ 
tention to do so, which withdrawals will 
materially affect the course of this hear¬ 
ing; 

It is ordered, This 3d day of November 
1964, that the request contained in the 
subject letter is granted, and the proce¬ 
dural dates heretofore established are 
continued pending further order. 

Released: November 4, 1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11423; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. 15591, 15592; FCC 64R-506] 

NELSON BROADCASTING CO. AND 
WBNR, INC. 

Memorandum Opinion and Order 
Amending Issues 

In re applications of Donald P. Nelson 
and Wilbur E. Nelson, d/b as Nelson 
Broadcasting Company, Newburgh, New 
York, Docket No. 15591, File No. BPH- 
4212; WBNR, Inc., Newburgh, New York, 
Docket No. 15592, File No. BPH-4300; 
for construction permits. 

1. The Review Board has before it for 
consideration a petition to enlarge issues 
filed by WBNR, Inc. (WBNR) on Au¬ 
gust 24, 1964. 1 WBNR by its petition 
seeks to enlarge issues beyond those des¬ 
ignated for hearing by the Commission 
in its Order released August 4, 1964, FCC 
64-754, and to add an issue as to Nelson 
Broadcasting Company’s (Nelson) finan¬ 
cial qualifications. 

2. Nelson seeks authorization to build 
and operate two FM broadcasting sta¬ 
tions; one in Newburgh, New York (in¬ 
stant application) and the other in King¬ 
ston, New York (Docket No. 15535). A 
petition to add a financial issue as to 
Nelson was filed in the Kingston proceed¬ 
ing on July 29, 1964 and granted in Nel¬ 
son Broadcasting Company, FCC 64R- 
505 released November 2, 1964. Nelson 
lists the same financial qualifications in 
both the Newburgh and the Kingston 
applications; therefore, for the reasons 
stated in Nelson Broadcasting Company, 
supra, this motion to enlarge issues is 
granted. 

3. A substantial portion of the petition 
is directed to the question of whether 
Nelson has underestimated its expenses 
and overestimated its anticipated first 
year revenues and hence, to the question 
of whether Nelson has sufficient funds to 
effectuate its proposal. The Hearing Ex¬ 
aminer is authorized, under the terms of 
the designation Order, to add an issue to 
determine this question in response to 
a petition therefor. The Review Board 
is not, therefore, ruling on those allega¬ 
tions. Five Cities Broadcasting Co., Inc., 
FCC 63R-112, released March 5, 1963. 
Moreover, since a standard financial 
qualification issue is being added, inquiry 
into the sufficiency of funds is in any 
event permitted. Rhinelander Television 
Cable Corporation, FCC 63R-249, 25 RR 
476. 

4. WBNR also requests that, in view of 
the Commission’s statistics demonstrat¬ 
ing that only one out of four FM-only sta¬ 
tions shows a profitable operation, 2 a 
showing of financial qualifications be- 


1 The pleadings before the Review Board 
are: (1) Petition to enlarge issues, filed 
Aug. 24, 1964, by WBNR, Inc.; (2) Opposition, 
filed Sept. 3, 1964, by Nelson Broadcasting 
Company; (3) Opposition, filed Sept. 8, 1964, 
by the Broadcast Bureau; and (4) Reply to 
oppositions, filed Sept. 16, 1964, by WBNR, 
Inc. 

2 FCC Broadcast Revenues, Expenses and 
Income of the Radio Broadcast Services, 1962. 
Released Nov. 21, 1963. 
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yond the usual three month period should 
be required of Nelson. Petitioner spe¬ 
cifically requests that a twelve month, 
or at least a nine month, requirement be 
imposed on Nelson. Nelson and the 
Broadcast Bureau oppose the imposition 
of this additional requirement as with¬ 
out precedent. Petitioner WBNR sug¬ 
gests no reason for assuming that the 
Newburgh station will be one of the fi¬ 
nancially unsuccessful, and presents no 
statistical or economic data relating to 
the proposed area of Nelson’s operation. 
The factual allegations made by the peti¬ 
tioner are not comparable to the show¬ 
ing which was made in William R. Ross, 
FCC 62-791, 23 RR 992, in which the 
Commission designated an issue such as 
that requested by petitioner herein. 

5. Petitioner’s reliance on Ultravision 
Broadcasting Company (FCC 64R-192, 2 
RR 2d 271, in which the Review Board 
certified a similar question to the Com¬ 
mission involving a UHF television pro¬ 
posal in a city with three existing VHF 
network facilities, is misplaced. The 
case cited involved the financial qualifi¬ 
cations of a UHF television station, and 
the imposition of special financial stand¬ 
ards on proposed UHF stations does not 
of itself compel the imposition of extra¬ 
ordinary standards on an FM radio pro¬ 
posal. WBNR suggests an additional 
reason for the use of a higher standard 
of financial qualification in the instant 
case is Nelson’s statement that its King¬ 
ston proposal might be in the ‘‘black” 
before Newburgh and that “it is possible 
that the Kingston station may help to 
support the Newburgh station for a 
time”. However, petitioner does not al¬ 
lege that either of the proposed stations 
will remain in the “red” beyond the 
standard three month period and no rea¬ 
son appears for inferring a long term 
losing operation in Newburgh. 

Accordingly, it is ordered. This 30th 
day of October 1964, that the motion to 
enlarge issues, filed August 25, 1964, by 
WBNR, Inc., is granted to the extent in¬ 
dicated herein and is denied in all other 
respects, and that the issues in this pro¬ 
ceeding are enlarged by the addition of 
the following: 

To determine whether Nelson Broadcasting 
Company is financially qualified to construct 
and operate its proposed station. 

Released: November2,1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11407; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:47 a.m.] 


~ [Docket No. 15684; FCC 64-997] 

RADIO 13, INC. 

Order Designating Application for 
Hearing on Stated Issues 

In re application of Radio 13, Inc., 
Docket No. 15684, File No. BR-4064; for 
renewal of license of Station WHZN, 
Hazleton, Pennsylvania. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 


Washington, D.C. on the 28th day of 
October 1964. 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration (1) the above captioned ap¬ 
plication; (2) the Commission’s issuances 
of Official Notices of Violations to Station 
WHZN (1300 kc/s, 1 kw-D, DA), Hazle¬ 
ton, Pennsylvania; (3) the licensee’s ac¬ 
tions and responses to the said Notices 
of Violation; and (4) other information 
available to the Commission, including 
information from the Commission’s field 
inquiry, with respect to the operations of 
Station WHZN; and 

It appearing, that following an inspec¬ 
tion on June 15, 1962 of WHZN (then 
WTHT), an Official Notice of Violation 
was issued (FCC Form 793) on July 3, 
1962, to the licensee as follows: 

Section 3.93(a)—Operation of a directional 
antenna without a radio operator on duty 
having a radio telephone first-class oper¬ 
ators license. (Inspection of operating logs 
shows that a first-class operator was not on 
duty for half of June 9, 1962 and all day 
June 10, 1962); and 

It further appearing, that the licensee’s 
answer, dated July 10,1962, to the Official 
Notice of Violation represented to the 
Commission that corrective action had 
been taken in that the licensee stated 
“adoption of newly revised work sched¬ 
ules as of June 17,1962, assures first-class 
operator on duty when station in opera¬ 
tion”; and 

It further appearing, that despite such 
representations, the licensee during the 
renewal period and up to the present 
date, and particularly during the period 
from January 1, 1963 to July 19, 1963, 
operated Station WHZN without a radio 
telephone first-class operator on duty at 
all times during the authorized broadcast 
day, and that on occasions there was no 
first-class operator present at all during 
the entire broadcast day, both in viola¬ 
tion of § 3.93(a) of the Commission’s 
rules; and 

It further appearing, that a reinspec¬ 
tion of WHZN on July 19, 1963 revealed 
that WHZN failed to maintain operating 
logs on several occasions during the re¬ 
newal period and particularly during the 
period of January 1 to July 19,1963; that 
on several occasions during such periods 
logs were maintained by persons not 
competent to do so and were not signed 
by the operator when starting duty and 
when going off duty; and that such op¬ 
eration was in violation of §§73.111 and 
73.113 (formerly §§3.111 and 3.113) of 
the Commission’s rules; and 

It further appearing, that licensee’s 
response dated August 5,1963, to the No¬ 
tice of Violation issued July 26, 1963, 
failed to indicate compliance with the 
numerous violations of the rules and ac¬ 
knowledged continued violation of the 
then § 3.93(a) of the rules in that as of 
August 5, 1963, WHZN was being oper¬ 
ated for periods without any first-class 
operator on duty; and 

It further appearing, that another 
Official Notice of Violation was issued on 
September 3, 1963, after reinspection of 
WHZN on August 30,1963, revealed that: 
(1) WHZN was operated 22 days in Au¬ 
gust, 1963, for four or more hours with¬ 
out a first-class operator on duty; (2) 
several days in August, 1963, portions of 


the operating logs were maintained by 
persons not competent to do so (in viola¬ 
tion of § 73.111(a) of the rules); (3) 
many required entries were not made in 
the operating log (in violation of § 73.113 
(a) of the rules); and 
It further appearing, that the licensee’s 
reply, received September 4, 1963, rep¬ 
resented that certain corrective action 
had been taken to insure compliance with 
the Commission’s rules in that the li¬ 
censee entered into an agreement with 
the first-class operators to work addi¬ 
tional hours; however, the licensee made 
no response to the items pertaining to 
log-keeping violations; and 
It further appearing, that on Janu¬ 
ary 21, 1964, a reinspection of Station 
WHZN resulted in the issuance on Janu¬ 
ary 24, 1964, of a fourth Official Notice of 
Violation citing licensee (this time for 
repeated violations occurring in Decem¬ 
ber, 1963) for operating a station with a 
directional antenna without a radio op¬ 
erator holding a radio telephone first- 
class operator license; at the same time 
licensee was cited for the third time for 
violations of § 73.111 of the rules, in that 
repeatedly in December, 1963, the oper¬ 
ating logs were not maintained by per¬ 
sons competent to do so; and 
It further appearing, that licensee’s 
responses of July 10, 1962, August 5,1963, 
September 4, 1963 and January 31, 1964 
to the Official Notices of Violation did not 
deny the cited violations of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules; and 

It further appearing, that by oral rep¬ 
resentations made on April 9, 1964 to the 
Commission’s staff and by a signed state¬ 
ment dated June 17, 1964, the WHZN 
station manager repudiated his admis¬ 
sion of March 26, 1964 that the station’s 
only first-class operator worked only six 
days a week, and now represented that 
such operator worked seven days a week 
from station sign-on to sign-off during 
the renewal period to the present and 
particularly the period from December 1, 
1963 to March 26,1964; and 
It further appearing, that the WHZN 
payroll records and time cards indicate 
that the only full-time first-class op¬ 
erator, from September 23, 1963 to April 
24, 1964, worked 11 hours daily for six 
days (a total of 66 hours), whereas the 
operating logs beginning December 10, 
1963, reflect that the first-class operator 
worked seven days a week from sign-on 
to sign-off, a weekly total of time which 
varied from 79 hours in January 1964, to 
89 V 2 hours in April, 1964; and 

It further appearing, that the li¬ 
censee’s sole stockholder in an affidavit 
executed May 6, 1964, and submitted to 
the Commission, stated that on the basis 
of his own observation (and information 
from the WHZN manager) that he knew 
that the first-class operator actually 
spent more time at the station than re¬ 
flected by the payroll and time records 
and that he was personally aware of 
several Sundays when the first-class op¬ 
erator supervised the operation of the 
station; and 

It further appearing, that the WHZN 
manager informed the Commission in a 
statement dated June 17, 1964, that he 
“never instructed any employee in the 
operation of the transmitter . . . and 
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never told any employee other than a 
first-class operator to put the station on 
the air, that is, to turn on the trans¬ 
mitter . . .”; and 

It further appearing, that contrary to 
such oral and written representations to 
the Commission by the sole stockholder 
and the station manager of the licensee, 
the Commission has information that on 
various occasions and times of day during 
the renewal period and particularly dur¬ 
ing the period from December 10, 1963 
through April 11, 1964, employees who 
were not first-class radio telephone op¬ 
erators were instructed how to put Sta¬ 
tion WHZN’s transmitter on and off the 
air by the sole stockholder and the sta¬ 
tion manager and other personnel of 
WHZN; and that such employees who did 
not hold radio telephone first-class op¬ 
erator’s licenses did in fact put the sta¬ 
tion’s transmitter on and off the air; that 
operating logs were falsified to conceal 
operation of the station by employees 
who were not first-class radio telephone 
operators and who were not authorized 
to put broadcast station transmitters on 
and off the air under the Commission’s 
rules; and 

It further appearing, that with respect 
to the above matters, written statements 
submitted to the Commission by or on 
behalf of the licensee and/or oral state¬ 
ments made to the Commission’s staff 
during the course of the field investiga¬ 
tion of WHZN with respect to the Decem¬ 
ber 1963 to April 1964 period, contained 
evasions, concealed facts, included mis¬ 
representations and/or were lacking in 
candor; and 

It further appearing, that between 1:52 
p.m. and 3:45 p.m. on August 23, 1963, 
WHZN broadcast a program entitled 
“Live Report from the Mine Rescue 
Scene”, a portion of which was a re¬ 
broadcast of another broadcasting sta¬ 
tion without the express authority of the 
originating station and without the li¬ 
censee’s notifying the Commission of the 
call letters of the station rebroadcast and 
certifying that express authority had 
been received from the originating sta¬ 
tion, in violation of section 325(a) of 
the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, and § 73.121 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules; and 

It further appearing, that, although 
the licensee and its employees deny that, 
at the time, they were aware that it was 
an unauthorized rebroadcast, the facts 
surrounding the broadcast indicate that 
the licensee through its sole stockholder 
and its employees, knew or should have 
known that an unauthorized rebroadcast 
was occurring and should have termi¬ 
nated the rebroadcast; and 

It further appearing, that the repeated 
and/or deliberate violations of the first- 
class operator and log-keeping rules, and 
the misrepresentations and lack of can¬ 
dor with respect to compliance with the 
Act and the rules, including compliance 
with section 325(a) of the Communica¬ 
tions Act and §§ 73.121, 73.93(a), 73.111 
and 73.113 of the rules, raise a serious 
question as to whether Radio 13, Inc., 
possesses the requisite character quali¬ 
fications to be a licensee of the Commis¬ 
sion; and 


It further appearing, that after con¬ 
sideration of all the foregoing, the Com¬ 
mission is unable to find that a grant of 
the above-captioned application would 
serve the public interest, convenience and 
necessity; and that, therefore said ap¬ 
plication must be designated for a 
hearing; 

It is ordered. That, pursuant to section 
309(e) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, the above-captioned 
application is designated for a hearing, 
at a time and place to be specified in a 
subsequent order, upon the following 
issues: 

1. To determine whether in written or 
oral statements to the Commission with 
respect to the above matters, the prin¬ 
cipals of the licensee misrepresented facts 
to the Commission and/or demonstrated 
a lack of candor; 

2. To determine whether the principals 
of the licensee on August 23, 1963, op¬ 
erated the station contrary to the pro¬ 
visions of section 325(a) of the Commu¬ 
nications Act and § 73.121 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules and regulations; 

3. To determine whether the principals 
of the licensee repeatedly or willfully 
violated §§ 73.93(a), 73.111 and 73.113 of 
the Commission’s rules and regulations 
during the period of the licensee’s most 
recent license renewal and up to the 
present time; 

• 4. To determine whether the station’s 
operating logs were kept or permitted by 
the principals of the licensee to be kept 
in a manner intended to deceive and mis¬ 
lead the Commission as to whether the 
licensee was complying with the require¬ 
ments of §§ 73.93, 73.111 and 73.113 of 
the Commission’s rules and regulations 
during the period of the licensee’s most 
recent license renewal and up to the date 
of this order; 

5. To determine whether the princi¬ 
pals of the licensee have exercised ade¬ 
quate control or supervision over the 
operation of the station in a manner 
consistent with their licensee responsi¬ 
bility during the period of the licensee’s 
most recent license renewal; 

6. To determine whether, In light of 
the evidence adduced under the fore¬ 
going issues, the licensee possesses the 
requisite character qualifications to be a 
licensee of the Commission; 

7. To determine whether a grant of 
the above-captioned application would 
serve the public interest, convenience 
and necessity; 

It is further ordered. That to avail it¬ 
self of the opportunity to be heard, the 
applicant herein, pursuant to § 1.221 of 
the Commission’s rules and regulations, 
in person or by attorney, shall within 
twenty (20) days of the mailing of this 
Order, file with the Commission, in trip¬ 
licate, a written appearance stating an 
intent to appear on the date fixed for 
the hearing and present evidence on the 
issues specified in this Order. 

It is further ordered, That the appli¬ 
cant herein shall, pursuant to section 
311(a)(2) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, and § 1.594 of the 
Commission rules and regulations, give 
notice of the hearing within the time 
and in the manner prescribed in such 
rule, and shall advise the Commission 


thereof as required by § 1.594 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules and regulations. 

It is further ordered. That upon the 
basis of the hearing record, the Hearing 
Examiner and the Commission will con¬ 
sider whether the public interest would 
be better served by issuance of an Order 
of Forfeiture to the licensee, pursuant 
to section 503(b) of the Communica¬ 
tions Act of 1934, as amended, in the 
amount of $10,000, or some lesser 
amount, in lieu of an order denying a 
grant for renewal of license of WHZN, 
and that for said purpose this Order is 
to be considered as a Notice of Apparent 
Liability pursuant to section 503(b)(2) 
of the Communications Act; and 
It is further ordered. That the Secre¬ 
tary of the Commission send copies of 
this order by Certified Mail-Return Re¬ 
ceipt Requested to Radio 13, Inc. 

Released: November 2, 1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 1 
[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11408; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:47 a.m.l 


[Docket Nos. 15593, 15594; FCC 64M-1086] 

ST. ALBANS-NITRO BROADCASTING 
CO. AND WCHS-AM—TV CORP. 

Order Regarding Procedural Dates 

In re applications of St. Albans-Nitro 
Broadcasting Co., St. Albans, West Vir¬ 
ginia, Docket No. 15593, File No. BPH- 
4146; W CHS-AM-TV Corporation, 
Charleston, West Virginia, Docket No. 
15594, File No. BPH-4332; for construc¬ 
tion permits. 

The Hearing Examiner has before him 
a letter request by counsel for WCHS- 
AM-TV Corporation filed on October 29, 
1964, requesting that the time for ex¬ 
change of engineering showings and the 
other procedural dates set forth in the 
Hearing Examiner’s order of September 
18, 1964, be extended 60 days; and 

It appearing that the applicants in this 
proceeding have found another channel 
available in the Charleston-St. Albans 
area and on October 29, 1964, filed a 
joint petition for rule making requesting 
assignment of a new channel which, if 
granted, would make unnecessary hear¬ 
ing in this matter; and 

It further appearing that counsel for 
the Broadcast Bureau, the only other 
party to the proceeding has no objection 
to the relief sought in the letter; 

It is ordered. This 30th day of October 
1964, that the request for extension of 
time described above is granted; and 
the schedule of future steps in this pro¬ 
ceeding are changed in the following 
respects: 

Preliminary exchange of Engineering 
showings extended from November 2, 
1964, to January 4,1965; 

Engineering Conference extended from 
November 24, 1964 to January 25, 1965; 

Engineering showings exchanged in 
final form extended from December 4, 
1964, to February 2, 1965; 


1 Commissioner Bartley absent. 
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Further prehearing conference ex¬ 
tended from December 7, 1964, to Febru¬ 
ary 4, 1965; 

Direct presentation of nonengineering 
showings exchange extended from Janu¬ 
ary 7, 1965, to March 8, 1965. 

Released: November 2, 1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11409; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. 15679, 15680; FCC 64-990] 

TRI-CITIES BROADCASTING CO. AND 
DAWSON COUNTY BROADCAST¬ 
ING CORP. 

Memorandum Opinion and Order 
Designating Applications for Con¬ 
solidated Hearing on Stated Issues 

In re applications of David F. Stevens, 
Jr., tr/as Tri-Cities Broadcasting Co., 
Cozad, Nebraska, Requests: 1580kc, 1 
kw, Day, Class II, Docket No. 15679, File 
No. BP-15052; Dawson County Broad¬ 
casting Corporation, Cozad, Nebraska, 
Requests: 1580kc, 1 kw. Day, Class II, 
Docket No. 15680, File No. BP-15679; for 
construction permits. 

1. The Commission has before it for 
consideration (a) the above-captioned 
applications; (b) a “Eetition for Recon¬ 
sideration", filed July 15, 1964, by 

Stevens directed against the Commis¬ 
sion’s Order of May 13, 1964 (FCC 64- 
433) accepting the Dawson County ap¬ 
plication for filing 1 ; (c) pleadings re¬ 
lated to (b), above 2 ; (d) a “Petition to 
Deny” the Stevens application, filed De¬ 
cember 10, 1962, by Dawson County; 
and (e) pleadings in response to the 


1 After listing eight tendered proposals 
which were mutually exclusive with applica¬ 
tions already accepted for filing, the order 
stated in pertinent part: 

It further appearing, that the United 
States Court of Appeals for the District of 
Columbia Circuit issued its decision in the 
case of Kessler v. F.C.C., 1 R.R. 2d 2061 (1963) 
in which it ordered that applications which 
are, or become, in fact mutually exclusive 
with an application pending May 11, 1962 
(the effective date of the freeze on standard 
broadcast applications as set forth in the 
note to § 1.571 of the Commission’s rules), 
or one accepted for filing since that date, are 
entitled to a comparative hearing under the 
case of Ashbacker Radio Corp. v. F.C.C., 326 
U.S. 327 (1945) with the mutually exclu¬ 
sive application on file, if the tendered mu¬ 
tually exclusive applications were timely 
and rejected solely because of the freeze on 
new applications. 

Accordingly, it is ordered. That the above- 
captioned applications are accepted for filing. 

2 (a) “Opposition to Petition for Recon¬ 
sideration” by Dawson County, filed June 30, 
1964; (b) “Reply to Opposition to Petition 
for Reconsideration”, filed July 8, 1964, by 
Stevens; (c) “Motion to Strike” by Dawson 
County, filed July 10, 1964; (d) “Opposition 
to Motion to Strike”, filed July 17, 1964, by 
Stevens; (e) “Motion to Accept Pleading” by 
Stevens, also filed July 17, 1964; and (f) 
“Reply to Opposition to Motion to Strike and 
Statement Regarding Motion to Accept 
Pleading” by Dawson County, filed July 27, 
1964. 


new applications by appellants and 
others” [underscoring added]. Thus, 
latter petition.* There is also before us 
another set of pleadings 4 pertinent to the 
above applications. However, for the 
reasons stated herein, it will not be neces¬ 
sary to make specific findings relevant 
to these pleadings. 

2. In view of the fact that the Com¬ 
mission’s acceptance of the mutually ex¬ 
clusive Dawson County application has 
presently foreclosed the possibility of a 
grant of the Stevens application with¬ 
out hearing, we find that the latter is 
a “person aggrieved or whose interests 
are adversely affected” within the mean¬ 
ing of section 405 of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, and that, ac¬ 
cordingly, he has standing to file the 
present petition for reconsideration. 

3. In the motion to strike, Dawson 
County points out that the reply to its 
opposition was filed one day late by 
Stevens and that accordingly the plead¬ 
ing is patently defective under § 1.106(h) 
of the rules. Stevens in his opposition 
to the motion and in the motion request¬ 
ing acceptance of the pleading, attrib¬ 
utes his tardiness to the fact that Daw¬ 
son County’s opposition to the petition 
for reconsideration, as distinguished 
from other pleadings previously ex¬ 
changed by the parties, was served by 
hand and that counsel for Stevens in¬ 
advertently computed the time within 
which a reply was due as if the opposi¬ 
tion had been served by mail. 

4. Notwithstanding the fact that 
Stevens has not shown good cause for 
the late filing, we find that since there 
has been substantial compliance with 
the rules we will waive the provisions 
of § 1.106(h) to the extent necessary 
to permit consideration of the pleading 
on its merits. 

5. Set forth below is a brief chronology 
of the events which precipitated the peti¬ 
tion for reconsideration now at hand: 

a. August 17, 1961, Stevens’ applica¬ 
tion accepted for filing, BP-15052. 

b. May 10, 1962, a.m. freeze imposed. 

c. July 26, 1962, Dawson County ap¬ 
plication first tendered for filing. 

d. October 17, 1962, Dawson County 
application returned as inconsistent with 
freeze. 

e. December 10, 1962, Dawson County 
application retendered together with 
petition for extraordinary relief request¬ 
ing waiver of the freeze for the first 
time. Dawson County also petitions to 
deny the Stevens application. 

f. December 11, 1962, Stevens’ appli¬ 
cation “cutoff” date. 


3 (a) “Motion to Strike” by Stevens, filed 
December 21, 1962; (b) “Opposition to Mo¬ 
tion to Strike”, filed January 9, 1963, by Daw¬ 
son County; (c) “Reply to Opposition to Mo¬ 
tion to Strike” by Stevens, filed January 21, 
1963. 

4 (a) “Petition for Extraordinary Relief”, 
by Dawson County, filed December 10, 1962; 
(b) “Opposition to Petition for Extraordi¬ 
nary Relief”, filed December 27, 1962, by 
Stevens; (c) “Reply to Opposition to Peti¬ 
tion for Extraordinary Relief” by Dawson 
County, filed January 9, 1963; (d) “Petition 
for Leave to File Additional Pleading”, filed 
January 22, 1963, by Stevens; and (e) “Com¬ 
ments Concerning Reply to Opposition to 
Petition for Extraordinary Relief” by Stevens 
also filed January 22, 1963. 


g. December 20, 1963, Decision by 
Court of Appeals in Kessler v. F.C.C 1 
RR 2d 2061. 

h. May 13, 1964, Dawson County ap¬ 
plication accepted for filing nunc pro 
tunc. 

6. Stevens, in requesting the Commis¬ 
sion to rescind its acceptance of the Daw¬ 
son County application, maintains that 
the Court in Kessler, supra, while up¬ 
holding the validity of the freeze, at the 
same time extended Ashbacker 5 6 rights 
only to those parties who sought admin¬ 
istrative or judicial review of their re¬ 
spective rejections and that Dawson 
County abandoned its rights by seeking 
neither. Moreover, according to Stevens, 
whatever rights accrued at the time the 
application was initially tendered were 
waived when the application was re¬ 
tendered and Dawson County, instead of 
attacking the Commission’s action as er¬ 
roneous, merely sought a waiver 8 of the 
freeze on public interest grounds. 7 

7. In opposition, Dawson County as¬ 
serts that the Stevens interpretation of 
the Kessler decision is too narrow; that 
Stevens’ contention that Ashbacker 
rights were “waived” is frivolous since 
mutual exclusivity was obvious; and that 
it chose to stress public interest consid¬ 
erations rather than rely on the Ash¬ 
backer case because the Commission had 
ruled only two months before 8 that the 
freeze was not violative of Ashbacker. 
In reply, Stevens reiterates his claim that 
Dawson County’s reliance on public in¬ 
terest considerations constituted a waiv¬ 
er of any Ashbacker rights and that the 
Commission erred in accepting the ap¬ 
plication for filing. 

8. We find that Dawson County is en¬ 
titled to comparative consideration and 
that this finding is fully consistent with 
the Court’s rationale in Kessler. The 
Court was most concerned with the pos¬ 
sibility that the freeze might result in 
grants without hearing to applicants 
against whom timely and mutually ex¬ 
clusive applications had been tendered. 
According to the Court, such action 
would have had the deleterious effect of 
freezing new applicants “permanently 
out of a right of substance * * Nor 
did the potential harm to the public in¬ 
herent in such an event escape the 
Court’s attention: 

We hardly need add that if a grant of a 
pending application is to be considered under 
existing standards, the public interest would 
demand that mutually exclusive applications 
timely tendered be also considered in a com¬ 
parative hearing designed to ascertain the 
applicant best qualified to provide the broad¬ 
casting service involved. 9 

The Court went on to state 10 that the 
Commission had the option of proceeding 
with comparative hearings or postponing 
the hearing “pending conclusion of the 
rule making and the filing thereafter of 


5 Ashbacker Radio Corp. v. F.C.C. 326 U.S. 
327 (1945). 

6 No request for waiver accompanied the 
first tender. 

7 A grant to Stevens would have placed 
Cozad’s only radio station in the hands of 
the publisher of its only newspaper. 

8 Memorandum Opinion and Order, FCC 62- 
1052, released October 15, 1962. 

9 At page 2077, 1 R.R. 2d. 

Ibid. 
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while the Commission was empowered 
to use its discretion in determining when 
and under what set of rules hearings 
would be held, the mandate of the Court 
was explicit. No application can be 
granted without the right to a compara¬ 
tive hearing being afforded to an appli¬ 
cant who tendered a timely, mutually 
exclusive application. 

9. We now turn to the question of 
whether Dawson County failed to pre¬ 
serve its rights by not seeking adminis¬ 
trative or judicial review of the rejection 
of its application. Firstly, there is no 
doubt that by December 10, 1962, i.e., the 
date of retender, the 30-day time period 
for the filing of a petition for reconsider¬ 
ation or an appeal under sections 405 or 
402, respectively, of the Act had expired. 
Had the Commission considered and de¬ 
nied the application after hearing, Daw¬ 
son County, under § 1.519(a) of the rules, 
would have been precluded from filing a 
similar application within one year of the 
denial. But the latter rule is not here 
applicable. The original Dawson County 
application was dismissed for the sole 
reason that it did not comply with the 
criteria then governing the acceptability 
of applications. Neither the Act nor the 
rules promulgated thereunder prohibit 
an applicant from retendering an appli¬ 
cation 11 which for one reason or another 
was not accepted for filing. Dawson 
County was free to revive, as it were, the 
rights it had lost in failing to appeal the 
rejection within the specified time. We 
were then, in effect, faced with an en¬ 
tirely new application. Had the Commis-^ 
sion upon retender dismissed the pro¬ 
posal during the pendency of the Kessler 
case little would have been accomplished 
from a standpoint of orderly administra¬ 
tive practice. For while it is true that a 
second rejection would have placed on 
Dawson County the burden of promptly 
seeking administrative or judicial review 
of the Commission’s action, it would not 
have cleared the way for a grant of the 
Stevens application, since dispositive 
action on applications filed prior to the 
freeze—against whom competing pro¬ 
posals had been filed—was being with¬ 
held pending the outcome in Kessler. 
For this reason the Commission deter¬ 
mined that the most practical and equi¬ 
table course of action was to postpone 
ruling on acceptability, thus permitting 
Dawson County to maintain its status as 
a timely tendered applicant until the 
rights of post-freeze applicants were 
finally adjudicated. 12 As a result Daw¬ 
son County’s Ashbacker rights, as subse¬ 
quently determined by the Court, were 
preserved. Thus, we will deny the peti¬ 
tion for reconsideration. In view of this 
finding it will not be necessary for us to 
make specific findings with respect to 
Dawson County’s petition for extraordi¬ 
nary relief and accordingly, it will be 
dismissed as moot. 


31 Provided, of course, that it is retendered 
prior to the effective “cut-off” date of any 
competing application. 

12 After entry of the appeal in Kessler the 
Commission, as a matter of policy, withheld 
action on applications similarly situated. 


10. We now turn to Dawson County’s 
petition to deny the Stevens application. 
The petition was filed concurrently with 
the re tendered application and the peti¬ 
tion for extraordinary relief one day prior 
to Stevens’ “cut-off” date. Standing was 
predicated on the fact that acceptance 
of the application for filing would confer 
on Dawson County, as a competing appli¬ 
cant, the status of a “party in interest” 
entitled to file a pregrant petition under 
section 309(d) of the Act and § 1.580(i) 
of the rules. In its motion to strike, 
Stevens contended that Dawson County 
lacked standing since its status was one 
of a “would-be-applicant”. 13 Whatever 
merit might have attached to this argu¬ 
ment at the time no longer exists. The 
Dawson County petition was tendered 
prior to Stevens’ acquisition of protected 
status under the “cut-off” procedure and 
the Commission’s nunc pro tunc ac¬ 
ceptance of the application confers upon 
Dawson County the status of a timely 
filed competing applicant. As such 
Dawson County is a “party in interest” 
under section 309(d) of the Act. 

11. In its motion to strike, Stevens also 
asserts, as a threshold matter of pro¬ 
cedure, that the petition to deny is fatally 
defective 14 because of improper service 
in that a copy of the petition was mailed 
to an engineer rather than to the appli¬ 
cant or his attorney. Dawson County, 
by way of explanation, claims that it 
acted upon reasonable appearances 
under the circumstances. Section 1, 
page 2, of FCC Form 301 requires the 
applicant to list the names and addresses 
of engineering and/or legal counsel, if 
any. In response the names of two indi¬ 
viduals, A and B, were listed. On the 
same page A was credited with the prep¬ 
aration of certain engineering data. 
Dawson County assumed that B was the 
legal counsel (actually both A and B were 
engineers) and mailed a copy of the peti¬ 
tion to him. 15 Dawson County argues 
that the defects, if any, were corrected 
by virtue of the fact that Tri-Cities re¬ 
ceived actual notice of the petition. 

12. We find that although the service 
was technically improper no fatal defect 
exists. In Tribune Building Co., supra 
note 14, no attempt was made to serve 
the adverse party nor did the pleading 
contain the proof of service required by 
the rules. It should also be noted that 
there the Commission found that the 
Protestant lacked standing under 
Sanders 16 since no direct and immediate 
economic injury was shown. Here there 
was a bona fide effort made to adhere 


13 Citing Cal-Coast Broadcasters, 20 R.R. 
910, affirmed sub nom. Ranger et al. (Radio 
Cabrillo) v. F.C.C. Ill U.S. App. D.C. 294 F. 
2d 240, 21 R.R. 2030. 

14 Citing In re Tribune Building Co., 18 
R.R. 689. 

^Section 1.47(d) of the Commission rules 
is as follows: Documents may be served upon 
a party, his attorney, or other duly con¬ 
stituted agent by delivering a copy to the 
last known address. When a party is rep¬ 
resented by an attorney of record in a formal 
proceeding, service shall be made upon such 
attorney. 

10 F.C.C. v. Sanders Bros., 309 UJS. 470 
(1940). 


to the requirements of the rule and al¬ 
though the petition was misdirected the 
mailing did, in fact, ultimately result in 
actual notice to Stevens. Thus, it may 
be said that there was substantial com¬ 
pliance with the rule which in no way 
prejudiced Stevens’ rights. 

13. The primary ground upon which 
Dawson County bases its contentions in 
the petition is the allegation that a grant 
of the Stevens proposal would create a 
“monopoly” of the only two communica¬ 
tions facilities in Cozad, the local news¬ 
paper and the local radio station. The 
applicant publishes the semiweekly 
Cozad Local, circulation 3,200, and the 
monthly Platte Valley Farmer which is 
directed specifically to the surrounding 
rural population and is circulated to ap¬ 
proximately 18,000 persons. The only 
other publication in Cozad (population 
3,184) is an advertising tabloid called 
The Free Press Shopping Guide. At 
the time the petition was filed the latter 
earned no news or editorial matter. In 
a supplemental pleading, 17 Stevens sub¬ 
mitted a copy of the January 9, 1963, 
edition of the paper containing an an¬ 
nouncement that it was the publisher’s 
intention to “make a newspaper of the 
Free Press again.” The announcement 
also stated that news space should be 
“rigidly curtailed” by advertising re¬ 
quirements and, for this reason, each 
article would be limited to approximately 
five column inches. On the basis of this 
submission, Stevens contends that there 
are now two newspapers in Cozad and, 
for this reason, no possibility of a com¬ 
munications monopoly exists. On Feb¬ 
ruary 20, 1963, the Stevens application 
was amended to include a statement and 
a showing regarding the numerous other 
broadcast stations and newspapers pro¬ 
viding some degree of service to the 
Cozad area. The application was fur¬ 
ther amended on April 4, 1963. In this 
amendment a statement was submitted 
to the effect that there would be no 
joint rates as between the Cozad Local 
and the proposed new station and that, 
with the exception of the newspaper’s 
sports editor, there would be no joint 
staffing. 

14. The issue of whether or not a pub¬ 
lisher should be awarded a broadcast 
facility in the same town served by his 
newspaper has often been contested 
within the context of comparative hear¬ 
ings. On some occasions the potential 
'cross-ownership of newspaper and 
broadcast interests have been found to 
be the deciding factor. 18 The Commis¬ 
sion, in Miami Broadcasting, designated 


17 Accompanied by a petition for leave to 
file an additional pleading Stevens on Janu¬ 
ary 22, 1963, submitted “Comments Con¬ 
cerning Reply to Opposition to Petition 
for Extraordinary Relief”. Since the latter 
pleading brings forth information not avail¬ 
able at the time Stevens filed his Opposition, 
the Commission has accepted the additional 
pleading and considered the matters therein 
as they relate to the petition to deny. 

18 Scripps-Howard Radio, Inc. v. F.C.C., 89 
U.S. App. D.C. 13, 189 F. 2d 677; McClatchy 
Broadcasting Co. v. F.C.C., 99 UJS. App. D.C. 
195, 239 F. 2d 15. 
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for hearing 19 an application seeking ap¬ 
proval of the sale of a town’s only radio 
station to the publisher of its only local 
newspaper for the sole purpose of deter¬ 
mining whether a grant “would create a 
concentration of control of the media 
of mass communications”. In that case 
the Commission set forth certain guide¬ 
lines which the Broadcast Bureau could 
follow in adducing evidence pertinent to 
the public interest question presented: 

There can be a thorough exploration of 
such relevant factors as the number of other 
broadcast services and newspapers reaching 
the community in question from other com¬ 
munities and the audience or circulation of 
such outside sources; the extent to which 
such outside sources deal with local problems 
in the community in question; and such 
other factors as would tend to demonstrate 
that there would or would not be a concen¬ 
tration of control of mass communications 
media contrary to the public interest. 

While there appears to be some dispute 
as to whether the Cozad Local is the 
only bona fide newspaper in the town, 
the Commission finds, under the circum¬ 
stances presented, that Dawson County 
has alleged facts which raise substantial 
and material questions concerning a 
potential concentration of control of 
communications media in Cozad. Ac¬ 
cordingly, a specific issue to that effect 
will be included and the opportunity 
presented for examination of the factors 
listed above. 

15. Dawson County also challenges 
Stevens’ financial qualifications and cast 
doubts on his ability to effectuate the 
programming proposal with the num¬ 
ber of potential employees listed in 
the application. Subsequent amend¬ 
ments, however, have resolved whatever 
deficiencies may have existed regarding 
finances and staffing and we find that no 
substantial questions remain concern¬ 
ing Stevens’ qualifications in these areas. 

16. According to Dawson County, ap¬ 
proximately $32,544 will be needed to 
cover the estimated construction costs 
and three months working capital for 
its proposed station. The financing plan 
is to secure the needed funds through the 
sale of capital stock to 15 stockholders 
and through loans. Thus far the cor¬ 
poration has issued 160 shares of stock 
for which it has received $4,000. An¬ 
other 1,040 shares have been subscribed 
for at $25 per share ($26,000). This 
means that receipts, as presently contem¬ 
plated, from both issued and subscribed 
stock will total only $30,000. Further¬ 
more, examination of the application dis¬ 
closes that as of July 16, 1964, $3,704 
of this amount has been used to pay for 
expenses incurred in preparation and 
prosecution of the application. In addi¬ 
tion, the loan commitment from stock¬ 
holder D. L. Dodds fails to show the terms 
of payment and security for the loan; nor 
does his balance sheet appear to show 
cash and/or liquid assets available to 
make the loan. It is also noted that the 
bank letter submitted does not, on its 
face, constitute a firm loan commit¬ 
ment. Therefore, on the basis of the in¬ 
formation contained in the application, it 


10 In re Miami Broadcasting Company, re¬ 
leased August 6, 1963 (FCC 63-774), 1 R.R. 
2d 43. 


cannot be concluded that Dawson Coun¬ 
ty has adequate cash and/or liquid as¬ 
sets available in the amount required to 
finance the construction and operation 
of the proposed station for a reasonable 
period of time. 

17. In addition, since it has not yet 
been determined whether or not the 
Dawson County antenna tower would 
constitute a hazard to air navigation, an 
issue with respect thereto will be in¬ 
cluded and the Federal Aviation Agency 
will be made a party to the proceeding 
ordered below. 

18. Except as indicated by the issues 
below, the applicants are legally, tech¬ 
nically, and otherwise qualified to con¬ 
struct and operate as proposed; Stevens 
is financially qualified, but it appears 
that Dawson County may not be finan¬ 
cially qualified and an appropriate issue 
will be included. However, in view of the 
fact that the applications are mutually 
exclusive they must be designated for 
hearing in a consolidated proceeding on 
the issues set forth below. 

Accordingly , it is ordered , That, pur¬ 
suant to section 309(e) of the Commu¬ 
nications Act of 1934, as amended, the 
above applications are designated for 
hearing In a consolidated proceeding, at 
a time and place to be specified in a sub¬ 
sequent order, upon the following issues: 

1. To determine the areas and popu¬ 
lations which would receive primary serv¬ 
ice from the proposed operations and the 
availability of other primary service to 
such areas and populations. 

2. To determine whether a grant of 
the application of David F. Stevens, Jr., 
would create a concentration of control 
of the media of mass communication in 
Cozad, Nebr., contrary to the public in¬ 
terest. 

3. To determine whether Dawson 
County is financially qualified to con¬ 
struct and operate its proposed station. 

4. To determine whether there is a 
reasonable possibility that the tower 
height and location proposed by Daw¬ 
son County would constitute a menace to 
air navigation. 

5. To determine, on a comparative 
basis, which of the proposals would bet¬ 
ter serve the public interest, convenience 
and necessity in light of the evidence 
adduced pursuant to the foregoing is¬ 
sues and the record made with respect 
to the significant differences between 
the applicants as to: 

(a) The background and experience 
of each having a bearing on the appli¬ 
cant’s ability to own and operate its 
proposed station. 

(b) The proposals of each of the ap¬ 
plicants with respect to the manage¬ 
ment and operation of the proposed sta¬ 
tion. 

(c) The programming service proposed 
in each of the said applications. 

6. To determine, in the light of the evi¬ 
dence adduced pursuant to the foregoing 
issues which of the applications should 
be granted. 

It is further ordered, That, the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency is made a party to 
the proceeding. 

It is further ordered, That the “Peti¬ 
tion for Reconsideration”, filed by David 
F. Stevens, Jr., is denied; that the “Mo¬ 


tion to Strike”, by Dawson County, is 
denied; that the “Motion to Accept 
Pleading”, by David F. Stevens, Jr., is 
granted; that the “Petition to Deny”, by 
Dawson County, is granted to the extent 
indicated above and is denied in all other 
respects; that the “Motion to Strike”, 
by David F. Stevens, Jr., is denied; that 
the “Petition for Extraordinary Relief”, 
by Dawson County is dismissed; that the 
“Petition for Leave to File Additional 
Pleading”, filed by David F. Stevens, Jr. 
is granted. 

It is further ordered , That, to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, the applicants and party re¬ 
spondent herein, pursuant to § 1.221(c) 
of the Commission rules, in person or by 
attorney, shall, within 20 days of the 
mailing of this order, file with the Com¬ 
mission in triplicate, a written appear¬ 
ance stating an intention to appear on 
the date fixed for the hearing and 
present evidence on the issues specified in 
this order. 

It is further ordered, That the appli¬ 
cants herein shall, pursuant to section 
311(a) (2) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, and § 1.594 of the 
Commission’s rules, give notice of the 
hearing, either individually or, if feasible 
and consistent with the rules, jointly, 
within the time and in the manner pre¬ 
scribed in such rule, and shall advise the 
Commission of the publication of such 
notice as required by § 1.594(g) of the 
rules. 

It is further ordered , That, the issues 
in the above-captioned proceeding may 
be enlarged by the Examiner, on his own 
motion or on petition properly filed by a 
party to the proceeding, and upon suffi¬ 
cient allegations of fact in support 
thereof, by the addition of the following 
issue: 

To determine whether the funds avail¬ 
able to the applicant will give reasonable 
assurance that the proposals set forth in 
the application will be effectuated. 

Adopted: October 28, 1964. 

Released: November 2, 1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 20 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FJR. Doc. 64-11410; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:47 a.m.] 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

ARCHER-DANIELS MIDLAND CO. AND 
NORTH PACIFIC GRAIN GROWERS, 
INC. 

Agreement Filed for Approval 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreements have been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement(s) at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari- 


Commissioner Bartley absent. 
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time Commission, 1321 H Street NW., 
Room 301; or may inspect agreements at 
the offices of the District Managers, New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San 
Francisco, Calif. Comments with refer¬ 
ence to an agreement including a request 
for hearing, if desired, may be submitted 
to the Secretary, Federal Maritime Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., 20573, within 
20 days after publication of this notice in 
the Federal Register. A copy of any 
such statement should also be forwarded 
to the party filing the agreement (as in¬ 
dicated hereinafter), and the comments 
should indicate that this has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed for approval 
by: 

Archer-Daniels Midland Co., 

733 Marquette Aventfe, 

Minneapolis, Minn. 55440. 

Agreement No. T-828, between Archer- 
Daniels Midland Company (Company) 
and North Pacific Grain Growers, Inc. 
(Grain Growers), is a joint venture 
agreement whereby Company and Grain 
Growers agree to cooperate in the opera¬ 
tion of a certain grain terminal at Van¬ 
couver, Wash. The agreement provides 
that the parties will jointly manage and 
operate the elevator with the decisions 
as to day to day operations to be made 
by Company. Each of the parties will 
have the right to use one-half of the 
storage space in the elevator and neither 
shall have any priority in the use of the 
facilities. The agreement also provides 
that annually the net profit or net loss 
from the operation will be divided 50-50 
between the parties. The agreement 
further provides that if it becomes neces¬ 
sary to revise the present tariffs cover¬ 
ing charges to be made at the elevator, 
both parties will consult with each other 
and determine mutually what provisions 
or conditions shall be made. 

Dated: November 4, 1964. 


By order of the Federal Maritime Com¬ 
mission. 


Thomas Lisi, 
Secretary. 


[P.R. Doc. 64-11413; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:48 a.m.] 


B & O RAILROAD CO. AND UNITED 
FRUIT CO. 

Agreement Filed for Approval 

Notice is hereby given that the fol¬ 
lowing agreements have been filed with 
the Commission for approval pursuant 
to section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, 
as amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 
46 U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement(s) at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW., 
Room 301; or may inspect agreements at 
the offices of the District Managers, New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San 
Francisco, Calif. Comments with refer¬ 
ence to an agreement including a re¬ 
quest for hearing, if desired, may be 
submitted to the Secretary, Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, Washington, D.C., 
20573, within 20 days after publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register. 
A copy of any such statement should 
No. 219-6 


also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter), 
and the comments should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed for approval 
by: 

Denning & Wohlstetter, ' 

OneFarragut Square South, 

Washington, D.C. 20006. 

Agreement No. T-579 between the 
B & O Railroad Company (Railroad) and 
United Fruit Company (Company), pro¬ 
vides that Company assist in financing 
the construction of a fruit terminal at 
Locust Point, Baltimore. Company shall 
have the right to install and operate cer¬ 
tain banana unloading equipment at the 
fruit terminal. Railroad agrees to pay 
a fixed amount over to Company for each 
car handled if the gross roadhaul rev¬ 
enue is in excess of a specified amount 
per car as repayment of financial as¬ 
sistance from Company. The agree¬ 
ment also provides that Company may 
dock its vessels at the facility and that 
the vessels will be charged the published 
tariff rates that are assessed against ves¬ 
sels docking at Railroad piers in the Port. 
The agreement further provides for lease 
of certain warehouse and office space to 
Company at a fixed amount. 


Dated: November 4, 1964. 


By order of the Federal Maritime Com 
mission. 


Thomas Lisi, 
Secretary . 


[F.R. Doc. 64-11414; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:48 a.m.] 


CITY OF CLEVELAND AND CLEVELAND 
STEVEDORE CO. 

Agreement Filed for Approval 

Notice is hereby given that the fol¬ 
lowing Agreements have been filed with 
the Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and 
obtain a copy of the agreement(s) at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW., 
Room 301; or may inspect agreements 
at the offices of the District Managers, 
New York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and 
San Francisco, Calif. Comments with 
reference to an agreement including a 
request for hearing, if desired, may be 
submitted to the Secretary, Federal 
Maritime Commission, Washington, D.C., 
20573, within 20 days after publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register. 
A copy of any such statement should also 
be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter), 
and the comments should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed for approval 
by 

City of Cleveland, 

Department of Law, 

204 City Hall, 

Cleveland 14, Ohio. 

Agreement No. T-1365 between the 
City of Cleveland (City) and the Cleve¬ 
land Stevedore Company (Company), 


provides that Company operate the West 
Sixth Street pier facility as a responsible 
and reputable public wharfinger. Com¬ 
pany agrees (1) to publish and make 
available a tariff listing rules and rates 
for services furnished, (2) that all 
charges for the use of the leased facility 
will be subject to control by the City 
through its Director of Port Control and 
(3) that such charges shall be com¬ 
mensurate with those assessed at similar 
facilities at Cleveland. As compensation 
for the lease Company agrees to pay a 
fixed amount as specified in the 
agreement. 

Dated: November 4,1964. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11415; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:48 ajn.] 


ELIZABETH RIVER TERMINALS AND 
PENNSYLVANIA RAILROAD CO. 

Agreement Filed for Approval 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreements have been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement (s) at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW., 
Room 301; or may inspect agreements at 
the offices of the District Managers, 
New York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and 
San Francisco, Calif. Comments with 
reference to an agreement including a 
request for hearing, if desired, may be 
submitted to the Secretary, Federal 
Maritime Commission, Washington, D.C., 
20573, within 20 days after publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register. 
A copy of any such statement should also 
be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter), 
and the comments should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed for approval 
by 

Kominers & Fort, Tower Building, 

1401 K Street NW., 

Washington, D.C. 

Agreement No. T-1494, between the 
Elizabeth River Terminals (Terminal) 
and the Pennsylvania Railroad Company 
(Railroad), provides that Terminal 
agrees to act as agent for the Railroad 
for handling export, import, coastwise, 
intercoastal freight, transshipped over 
certain facilities at Norfolk, Virginia, in 
connection with rail transportation by 
the Railroad. Terminal agrees to load 
and unload cars, provide storage and 
otherwise perform the duties and obliga¬ 
tions of Railroad with respect to such 
freight at rates set forth in Railroad’s 
published tariff. As compensation for 
the use of the facilities and for services 
performed on its behalf Railroad agrees 
to pay Terminal certain rates as speci¬ 
fied in the agreement. Terminal shall 
be responsible to the Railroad for the 
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collection of freight charges and shall 
pay over to Railroad all fixed charges 
collected. 

Dated: November 4,1964. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11416; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:48 a.m.] 


IMPERIAL TOBACCO CO. ET AL. 

Agreement Filed for Approval 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreements have been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement (s) at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW., 
Room 301; or may inspect agreements 
at the offices of the District Managers, 
New York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and 
San Francisco, Calif. Comments with 
reference to an agreement including a 
request for hearing, if desired, may be 
submitted to the Secretary, Federal Mar¬ 
itime Commission, Washington, D.C., 
20573, within 20 days after publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register. A 
copy of any such statement should also 
be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter), 
and the comments should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed for approval 
by: * 

Norfolk and Western Railway Co. 

Law Department 
Roanoke, Va. 

Agreement No. T-893 between the Im¬ 
perial Tobacco Company (Company) and 
Atlantic Coast Line Railroad, the Atlan¬ 
tic and Danville Railway, Norfolk South¬ 
ern Railway, Seaboard Air Line Railroad 
and Southern Railway (Carriers), pro¬ 
vides that the Carriers receive and de¬ 
liver freight over their respective lines 
to and from Terminal at the same rates 
as applicable to and from Carriers’ Ter¬ 
minals in the Norfolk area. Carriers 
agree to absorb certain terminal charges 
in the same manner as at their own ter¬ 
minals in the Norfolk area. Terminal 
agrees to collect freight charges billed by 
Carriers in accordance with their tariffs 
and pay same over to them. Terminal 
further agrees to abide by the written in¬ 
structions of Carriers in the handling of 
such freight and will not exercise any 
demands made by the owners of the 
freight without approval by the Carriers. 
Terminal will assess no wharf demurrage 
charges against rail freight during the 
free time period established by the Car¬ 
riers’ tariffs. The agreement further 
provides that any charges assessed by 
Terminal must be the same as published 
in the Carriers’ own tariffs applicable at 
their terminal facilities in the Norfolk 
area. Terminal further agrees to assess 
all freight moving by truck and barge the 
same rates as are assessed and collected 


at the Carriers’ respective terminals in 
the Norfolk area. 

Dated: November 4, 1964. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11417; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:48 a.m.] 


READING CO. AND MOORE- 
McCORMACK LINES 

Agreement Filed for Approval 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreements have been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement(s) at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW., 
Room 301; or may inspect agreements at 
the offices of the District Managers, New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San 
Francisco, Calif. Comments with refer¬ 
ence to an agreement including a request 
for hearing, if desired, may be submitted 
to the Secretary, Federal Maritime Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., 20573, within 
20 days after publication of this notice 
in the Federal Register. A copy of any 
such statement should also be forwarded 
to the party filing the agreement (as 
indicated hereinafter), and the com¬ 
ments should indicate that this has been 
done. 

Notice of agreement filed for approval 
by: 

Schnader, Harrison, Segal & Lewis, 

1719 Packard Building, 

Philadelphia, Pa. 19102. 

Agreement No. T-797 between the 
Reading Company (Lessor) and Moore- 
McCormack Lines (Lessee), provides for 
the lease of certain property at Philadel¬ 
phia, Pa., to be used by Lessee for the 
storage of import and export cargo. As 
compensation Lessee agrees to pay a 
fixed amount as specified in the agree¬ 
ment in lieu of Lessor’s published storage 
charges. 

Dated: November 4,1964. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11418; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:48 a.m.] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket No. E-6887] 

BONNEVILLE PROJECT, COLUMBIA 
RIVER, OREGON-WASHINGTON 

Notice of Request for Confirmation 
and Approval of Amendment to 
Wholesale Rate Schedules 

November 2,1964. 

Notice is hereby given that the Secre¬ 
tary of the Interior, on behalf of the 


Bonneville Power Administration has 
filed with the Federal Power Commission 
for confirmation and approval, pursuant 
to the provisions of the Bonneville Act 
(50 Stat. 731), as amended, and section 
5 of the Flood Control Act of 1944 (58 
Stat. 890) amendment of Wholesale Rate 
Schedule F-4 of the Bonneville Power 
Administration, proposed to be effective 
for a one-year period, beginning De¬ 
cember 20, 1964. 

The amendment of Bonneville Power 
Administration’s Wholesale Rate Sched¬ 
ule F-4 would be accomplished by insert¬ 
ing new sections 5 and 6. 

Section 5 provides that firm capacity 
may be purchased on a contract demand 
basis for supply during a contract year 
or during a contract season of May 1 
through September 30. 

The minimum annual charge shall be 
as follows: 

(1) Contract year service: $9.00 per 
kilowatt per year of the larger of the 
contract demand or measured demand 
for the contract year. Interim bills will 
be rendered monthly at the rate of $0.75 
per kilowatt of billing demand starting 
with deliveries for the first month of each 
contract year. 

(2) Contract season service: $5.00 per 
kilowatt per season of the larger of the 
contract demand or measured demand 
for the contract season. Interim bills 
will be rendered monthly at the rate of 
$1.00 per kilowatt of billing demand 
starting with deliveries for May of each 
contract season. 

Contracts for the purchase of such 
firm capacity shall include provisions for 
the advance delivery or for return by the 
purchaser of energy accompanying the 
delivery of such capacity. Any such en¬ 
ergy which is not supplied by the pur¬ 
chaser will be billed under Schedule H-3. 

Section 6 provides that firm capacity 
may be purchased under Schedule F-4 in 
combination with the purchase of firm 
power under Schedule C-4. 

Under such combination purchase, the 
billing demand for firm capacity under 
Schedule F-4 shall be the contract de¬ 
mand specified in the contract, which 
may be increased by the purchaser on 
July 1 of any year by prior notice to the 
Administrator. Capacity deliveries un¬ 
der Schedule F-4 shall be deducted from 
total firm power peak measured and peak 
computed demands in determining the 
billing demand under Schedule C-4. Any 
adjustment for power factor on combina¬ 
tion purchase deliveries shall be applied 
to the billing under Schedule C-4 by re¬ 
lating total reactive kilovolt-ampere- 
hours to energy deliveries under Sched¬ 
ule C-4. 

The contract for purchase of firm ca¬ 
pacity in combination with Schedule C-4 
shall include provisions for the advance 
delivery or for return by the purchaser 
of energy accompanying the delivery of 
such capacity from actual generation at 
the purchaser’s plants or by purchase of 
energy from sources other than contracts 
with Bonneville. Any such energy which 
is not supplied by the purchaser will be 
billed under Schedule H-3. 

The proposed amended Wholesale 
Power Rate Schedule is on file with the 
Commission for public inspection. Any 
person desiring to comment or to make 
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any representations with respect thereto 
should submit same on or before Novem¬ 
ber 18, 1964, to the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., 20426. 

Joseph H. Gtjtride, 

Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 64-11396; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Docket No. G-17485 etc.] 

NORTHERN NATURAL GAS CO., AND 
TOWN OF MANILLA, IOWA 

Order Consolidating Proceedings, 
Permitting Intervention, Prescribing 
Procedures, and Fixing Date of 
Hearing 

November 2,1964. 

Northern Natural Gas Company, 
Dockets Nos. G-17485, G-17486; Town of 
Manilla, Iowa, RP64-46. 

A “Notice of Application to Amend” 
was issued in Docket No. G-17486 on 
July 31, 1964, and published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register on August 6, 1964. 1 This 
notice recited that on June 12, 1964, 
Northern Natural Gas Company (North¬ 
ern) had filed an application to amend 
the Commission’s order accompanying 
Opinion No. 324 issued July 31, 1959, in 
Northern Natural Gas Company, 22 FPC 
164, so as to authorize Northern to sell 
to the City of Emmetsburg, Iowa, a third- 
year contract demand volume of 1,134 
Mcf instead of the third-year contract 
demand quantity of 1,415 Mcf which 
Northern had originally been authorized 
to sell to Emmetsburg by the order ac¬ 
companying Opinion No. 324. 

Northern’s filing of its application to 
amend precipitated the filing on July 13, 
1964, of a “Joint Answer of Four Inter¬ 
veners” 2 opposing the granting of the 
requested reduction in the contract de¬ 
mand of Emmetsburg on the ground that 
such reduction would be contrary to the 
principles expressed in Opinion No. 324 
which had authorized Northern to ex¬ 
tend service to approximately 342 com¬ 
munities on the assumption that the 
market estimates used to calculate eco¬ 
nomic feasibility would materialize as 
represented by the companies and mu¬ 
nicipalities proposing new service in that 
proceeding. The Four Interveners 
stated that since the Commission had 
authorized Northern to serve certain 
relatively uneconomic communities on 
the condition that the distributors pro¬ 
posing such service be required to make 
contributions in aid of construction, it 
would be necessary for communities on 
the Emmetsburg lateral to make contri¬ 
butions in aid of construction in the 
amount of $60,184 3 since those com¬ 


*29 F.R. 11397. 

2 Metropolitan Utilities District of Omaha, 
Minneapolis Gas Company, Northern States 

ower Company (Minn.), and Western Power 
& Gas Company. 

^Minneapolis Gas Company’s petition to 
intervene, filed August 17, 1964, raised this 
sum to $121,445 because by that time Graet- 
inger, Iowa, which is on the same lateral 
as Emmetsburg, had also filed a petition 
seeking to have its contract demand reduced 
rom the third-year volume certificated by 
me order accompanying Opinion No. 324. 
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munities had been certificated for serv¬ 
ice without the requirement of any con¬ 
tribution and they apparently cannot 
now buy enough gas for them to be per¬ 
mitted to retain their place among those 
communities which had been exempted 
from making contributions in aid of con¬ 
struction. The Four Interveners claim 
that they will be forced to help pay the 
cost of service on the Emmetsburg lateral 
if the third-year contract demand vol¬ 
umes to be served by means of that 
lateral are reduced as requested. They 
also contend that future markets will be 
deliberately overestimated by those pro¬ 
posing service to new communities in 
order to represent that such new serv¬ 
ice is economically feasible and to avoid, 
as far as possible, being required to make 
contributions in aid of construction. 

On July 23,1964, the Towns of Whitte- 
more and West Bend, Iowa, filed a 
“Joint Reply of Two Interveners” to the 
above-described “Joint Answer of Four 
Interveners” pointing out that they are 


on the Emmetsburg lateral and have 
purchased their contract demand vol¬ 
umes as originally estimated and that 
it would be discriminatory to them to re¬ 
quire them to make a contribution in aid 
of construction just because two other 
communities on that particular lateral 
have not been able to take the full con¬ 
tract demand volumes which they had 
originally estimated that they could use. 

On August 3, 1964, the Emmetsburg 
Municipal Gasworks filed a reply to the 
“Joint Answer of Four Interveners” stat¬ 
ing that the order authorizing Northern 
to serve the 342 communities concerned 
in Opinion No. 324 is a final order, that 
the Commission had already dealt with 
the Four Interveners* allegations in that 
proceeding, and that these interveners 
could not now raise the same issues 
again. 

Other petitions requesting reduction 
in contract demand volumes were filed 
as indicated in the following tabulation: 4 


Petitioner and docket Nos. 

Date of 
filing 

Third year CD 
certificated 
(Mcf at 14.73) 

CD presently 
sought 

(Mcf at 44.73) 

Reduction in 
CD requested 
(Mcf at 14.73) 

Cascade Iowa Q 17485 and n—174K6 __ 

8-27-64 

702 

609 

93 

Emmetsburg Vowa G—17486 _ 

8- 3-64 

1,415 

1,134 

281 

Graettinger Iowa G-17486 _ 

7-20-64 

552 

400 

152 

Manilla Iowa 1 RP64-46 __ —- 

amended 

9-28-64 

6-30-64 

477 

391 

86 

North Central Public Service Co.,* G-17485 and 
G-17486. 

Osage Iowa G-17485 and G-17486 ___ 

9- 2-64 

10- 2-64 

10,387 

1,747 

8,959 

1, 587 
403 

1,428 

160 

Woodbine Iowa G-17485 and G-17486 .. 

8-27-64 

551 

148 





'T'ntnl rprfnpfinnsreniie.sted _ 




2,348 






1 Although the document filed by Manilla seeks a reduction in contract demand, it is in the form of a complaiut 
filed pursuant to Section 5(a) of the Natural Gas Act requesting that Northern be required to comply with its tariff 
which has a provision regarding a decrease in contract demand when there is an offsetting increase in contract demand 
in the same rate zone. 

2 North Central’s petition seeks a decrease in contract demand regarding the Anoka, Minn., branch line. 


On August 6, 1964, Northern filed an 
answer to Manilla’s complaint in Docket 
No. RP64-46 observing that Manilla 
wishes to have its contract demand re¬ 
duced below the third-year volume cer¬ 
tificated in the order accompanying 
Opinion No. 324 and requesting that 
Manilla’s complaint be consolidated with 
the petitions filed by other communities 
seeking reductions in contract demand 
because Manilla’s difficulty is similar to 
the problems of other communities which 
do not seem to be able to use the third- 
year volumes of gas certificated in 
Opinion No. 324. Northern also filed 
answers to Cascade’s and Graettinger’s 
petitions on August 24, 1964, requesting 
that these petitions to reduce contract 
demands be consolidated with considera¬ 
tion of the same issues raised by other 
petitioners. 

Petitions seeking leave to intervene in 
the proceeding regarding the above-de¬ 
scribed requests to reduce contract de¬ 
mands have been filed by the following 
municipalities and companies: 

Petitioners and Date of Filing 

Manilla, Cascade, and Woodbine, Iowa, 
Towns of (Joint Petition), August 21, 1964. 

Iowa Power and Light Co., August 24, 1964. 

Metropolitan Utilities District of Omaha, 
August 14,1964, and September 25,1964. 

Minneapolis Gas Co., August 17, 1964. 

Northern States Power Co. (Minn.), August 
19,1964. 


Western Power & Gas Co., August 19, 1964. 

Whittemore, West Bend, and Graettinger, 
Iowa, Towns of (Joint Petition), August 17, 
1964. 

On August 17, 1964, and September 28, 
1964, Emmetsburg Municipal Gasworks 
(Gasworks) filed answers to Metropolitan 
Utilities District’s two petitions to inter¬ 
vene. On August 28,1964, Gasworks also 
filed answers to the petitions to intervene 
of Northern States Power Company and 
Western Power & Gas Company. In all 
of these answers Gasworks denies that 
the petitioners will be injured if Gas¬ 
works’ contract demand volumes are re¬ 
duced and also denies that the petitioners 
have shown good cause to be permitted to 
intervene. 

This order shall constitute notice of 
the filing of the foregoing petitions to 
amend the order accompanying Opinion 
No. 324 and of the complaint filed in 
Docket No. RP64-46. These petitions to 
amend and complaint are on file with 
the Commission and open to public in¬ 
spection. 


4 Since Emmetsburg’s petition makes a 
request for reduction of contract demand 
which is identical to the earlier request made 
by Northern on behalf of Emmetsburg in its 
petition filed June 12, 1964, the tabulation 
summarizes all pending requests received up 
to the present time for reduction of the 
third-year contract demand volumes certifi¬ 
cated by the order accompanying Opinion 
No. 324. 
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The Commission finds: 

(1) The above-described requests to 
reduce contract demand volumes are 
related matters which should be heard 
on a consolidated record as hereinafter 
provided. 

(2) It is desirable to allow the com¬ 
panies and municipalities which have 
filed petitions to intervene to become in¬ 
terveners in this proceeding in order that 
they may establish the facts and law 
from which the nature and validity of 
their alleged rights and interests may be 
determined and show what further ac¬ 
tion may be appropriate under the cir¬ 
cumstances in the administration of the 
Natural Gas Act. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) The petitions and application filed 
in Dockets Nos. G-17485 and G-17486 
and the complaint filed in Docket No. 
RP64-46 requesting that the order ac¬ 
companying Opinion No. 324, 22 FPC 
164, be amended to reduce the third- 
year contract demand volumes certifi¬ 
cated therein or that Northern be re¬ 
quired to comply with § 17.5 of the 
General Terms and Conditions of its 
FPC Gas Tariff regarding decreases in 
contract demand are hereby consolidated 
for purposes of hearing and decision 
thereon. 

(B) Pursuant to the authority con¬ 
tained in, and subject to the authority 
conferred upon the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission by the Natural Gas Act, includ¬ 
ing particularly sections 5, 7, 15, and 16, 
and the Commission’s rules and regula¬ 
tions under that Act, a public hearing 
shall be held commencing January 26, 
1965, at 10:00 a.m., e.s.t., in a hearing 
room of the Federal Power Commission, 
441 G Street NW., Washington, D.C., 
20426, concerning the matters involved 
in and the issues presented by the peti¬ 
tions and complaint filed in Dockets Nos. 
G-17485, G-17486, and RP64-46 seeking 
reductions in the third-year contract de¬ 
mand volumes certificated by the order 
accompanying Opinion No. 324, 22 FPC 
164. 

(C) The above-named parties who 
have filed petitions to intervene in this 
proceeding are hereby permitted to be¬ 
come interveners in this consolidated 
proceeding subject to the rules and regu¬ 
lations of the Commission: Provided, 
however, That the participation of such 
interveners shall be limited to matters 
affecting asserted rights and interests 
as specifically set forth in said petitions 
for leave to intervene; And provided fur¬ 
ther, That the admission of such inter¬ 
veners shall not be construed as recogni¬ 
tion by the Commission that they or any 
of them might be aggrieved because of 
any order or orders of the Commission 
entered in this proceeding. 

(D) Additional protests or petitions to 
intervene may be filed with the Federal 
Power Commission, Washington, D.C., 
20426, in accordance with the rules of 
practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) on or before November 30, 1964. 
Parties permitted to intervene in this 
consolidated proceeding by the instant 
order need not make additional filings 
in order to participate in all phases of 
the hearing regarding requests to reduce 


contract demands even though such re¬ 
quests may have been filed in dockets 
other than those in which their peti¬ 
tions to intervene were filed or may have 
been filed with the Commission subse¬ 
quent to the receipt by the Commission 
of their petitions to intervene. 

(E) The petitioners requesting reduc¬ 
tion of contract demand volumes in 
Dockets Nos. G-17485, and G-17486 and 
the complainant in Docket No. RP64-46 
shall, within 15 days after issuance of 
this order, serve copies of their petitions 
or complaint upon all the parties per¬ 
mitted to become interveners by para¬ 
graph (C) above, unless such service has 
heretofore been made. 

(F) All petitioners and complainant 
requesting decreases in contract demand 
and any interveners in support of such 
requests shall on or before December 14, 
1964, file with the Commission and serve 
on all parties to this proceeding all ex¬ 
hibits and testimony of all witnesses to 
be sponsored by them in support of 
their cases-in-chief. 

(G) All interveners in opposition to 
the granting of reductions in contract 
demands and the Commission’s staff shall 
on or before January 11, 1965, file with 
the Commission and serve on all parties 
to this proceeding all exhibits and testi¬ 
mony of all witnesses to be sponsored by 
them. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11397; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:47 ajn.] 


[Dockets Nos. G-10798, CP65-87] 

PANHANDLE EASTERN PIPE LINE CO. 

Notice of Applications 

November 2,1964. 

Take notice that on September 30, 
1964, Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Com¬ 
pany (Applicant), One Chstse Manhattan 
Plaza, New York 5, N.Y., and Post Office 
Box 1348, Kansas City 41, Mo., filed in 
Docket No. CP65-87 an application pur¬ 
suant to section 3 of the Natural Gas 
Act for authorization to export natural 
gas from the United States to the Domin¬ 
ion of Canada in accordance with the 
terms of an agreement dated April 21, 
1954, between Applicant and Union Gas 
Company of Canada, Limited (Union 
Gas) as amended by an agreement dated 
December 20, 1963, all as more fully set 
forth in the application and exhibits 
which are on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

The agreement of April 21, 1954, was 
the subject of certificate authorization 
granted to Applicant to export to Canada 
for sale and delivery to Union Gas up to 
15,500,000 Mcf of natural gas per year, 
by order issued June 30, 1956, in Docket 
No. G-2475 (Opinion No. 292, Docket No. 
G-1705, et al., 15 FPC 46, 75). The term 
of the 1954 contract extended to 1976 
but said contract provided for termina¬ 
tion, upon proper notice, if equivalent 
volumes of natural gas became available 
to Union Gas from Canadian sources. 
The latter contingency occurred and de¬ 


liveries by Applicant ceased, it is stated, 
on October 27, 1959. The subject appli¬ 
cation seeks to reinstate the 1954 contract 
with certain modifications according to 
the letter agreement of December 20, 
1964. 

Concurrently, on September 30, 1964, 
Applicant filed a petition for amendment 
of the Amended Permit authorizing the 
construction, operation, maintenance 
and connection of natural gas transmis¬ 
sion facilities by Applicant at the inter¬ 
national boundary between the United 
States and Canada, which permit was 
issued June 3, 1957, in Docket No. G- 
10798. This amendment is requested to 
implement the exportation of natural gas 
which is the subject of the letter agree¬ 
ment of December 20, 1963, and the cer¬ 
tificate application in Docket No. CP65- 
87 as set forth hereinabove. 

No additional facilities will be required 
in connection with the two applications 
which are the subject of this notice. 

Protests, petitions to intervene or re¬ 
quests for hearing in these proceedings 
may be filed with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C., 20426, in 
accordance with the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) on or before November 30, 1964. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11398; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:47 a.m.] 


[Docket No. CP65-89] 

TEXAS GAS TRANSMISSION CORP. 

Notice of Application 

November 2,1964. 

Take notice that on October 1, 1964, 
Texas Gas Transmission Corporation 
(Applicant), 3800 Frederica Street, 
Owensboro, Ky., filed in Docket No. 
CP65-89, an application pursuant to 
section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing the construction 
and operation of facilities, and the 
transportation of natural gas in inter¬ 
state commerce, all as more fully set 
forth in the application on file with 
the Commission and open to public in¬ 
spection. 

Applicant proposes to construct and 
operate metering and regulating facili¬ 
ties and to receive, measure and trans¬ 
port for the account of Hope Natural 
Gas Company (Hope), gas to be pro¬ 
duced by Hope and gas to be purchased 
by Hope from the Exchange Oil & Gas 
Company (Exchange) and Sinclair Oil 
& Gas Company (Sinclair) in the Chal- 
key Field, Cameron Parish, Louisiana. 

Applicant states the transportation 
for the account of Hope will be ren¬ 
dered under the certificate issued to 
Texas Gas on August 10, 1959, in Docket 
No. G-17335 and will not involve a 
change in the presently authorized 
transportation obligation of Applicant oi 
100,000 Mcf per day. The rate to be 
charged for such transportation will be 
as provided in Rate Schedule X-21 con¬ 
tained in Applicants’ FPC Gas Tarin, 
Original Volume No. II. 
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The estimated cost of the proposed 
facilities is $2,790, and will be defrayed 
from cash on hand. 

This matter is one that should be dis¬ 
posed of as promptly as possible under 
the applicable rules and regulations and 
to that end: 

Take further notice that preliminary 
staff analysis has indicated that there 
are no problems which would warrant 
a recommendation that the Commission 
designate this application for formal 
hearing before an examiner and that, 
pursuant to the authority contained in 
and subject to the jurisdiction con¬ 
ferred upon the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission by sections 7 and 15 of the Nat¬ 
ural Gas Act, and the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure, a hearing may 
be held without further notice before the 
Commission on this application provided 
no protest or petition to intervene is filed 
within the time required herein. Where 
a protest or petition for leave to inter¬ 
vene is timely filed, or where the Com¬ 
mission on its own motion believes that 
a formal hearing is required, further no¬ 
tice of such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., 20426, in 
accordance with the rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or be¬ 
fore November 25, 1964. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11399; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:47 a.m.] 


[Docket No. CP64-107] 

TEXAS GAS TRANSMISSION CORP. 
Notice of Application To Amend Order 

November 2, 1964. 

Take notice that on September 10, 
1964, Texas Gas Transmission Corpora¬ 
tion (Applicant), Owensboro, Ky., filed 
in Docket No. CP64-107, an application 
to amend an order of the Commission 
issued May 26, 1964, in Docket No. CP64- 
107, granting a certificate of public con¬ 
venience and necessity authorizing 
among other things the sale and deliv¬ 
ery of natural gas to Mississippi Valley 
Gas Company (Mississippi Valley). The 
application to amend states that the 
United States Gypsum Company has re¬ 
quested that a portion of its interrupti¬ 
ble purchases from Mississippi Valley 
be converted to firm service beginning 
November 1, 1964, as a result of which 
Applicant proposes to increase firm sales 
and deliveries from 81,000 Mcf daily for 
the 1964-66 winter season to 82,500 Mcf 
and 85,500 Mcf daily, respectively, all 
as more fully set forth in the application 
to amend on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

Applicant states the proposed service 
will be rendered from unallocated excess 
capacity authorized heretofore in Docket 
No. CP64-107. No new facilities are re¬ 
quired to render the increased service. 

Protests, petitions to intervene or re¬ 


quests for hearing in this proceeding may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., 20426, in ac¬ 
cordance with the rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or 
before November 23, 1964. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11400; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Docket No. RI62-91 *] 

UNION TEXAS PETROLEUM ET AL. 

Order Permitting Withdrawal of Rate 

Filing, Terminating Proceeding and 

Prescribing Refunds 

October 26,1964. 

On September 15, 1961, Union Texas 
Petroleum, a division of Allied Chemical 
Corporation (Union Texas) 1 2 3 * tendered 
for filing a proposed change in rate from 
20.25 cents to 22.25 cents per Mcf, desig¬ 
nated as Supplement No. 6 to the Union 
Texas Petroleum, a division of Allied 
Chemical Corporation (Operator), et al., 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 8, which was 
suspended by the Commission’s order 
issued October 12, 1961, in the above- 
designated proceeding until March 25, 
1962. The subject rate was made effec¬ 
tive subject to refund under an under¬ 
taking as of March 25,1962. 

On September 10, 1964, Union Texas 
filed a motion requesting that it be per¬ 
mitted to withdraw Supplement No. 6 to 
the Union Texas Petroleum, a division of 
Allied Chemical Corporation (Operator), 
et al., FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 8, and 
that the Commission terminate the pro¬ 
ceeding in Docket No. RI62-91. Good 
cause exists for permitting Union Texas 
to make such withdrawal, for terminat¬ 
ing the proceeding in Docket No. RI62-91 
and for requiring Union Texas to refund 
all amounts collected under the subject 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 8 in Docket 
No. RI62-91 in excess of 20.25 cents per 
Mcf, together with simple interest. 8 

Consistent with the action taken in 
the Commission’s order issued July 8, 
1964, in Humble Oil & Refining Company, 
Dockets Nos. G-9287 and G-9288, et al., 
we shall require Union Texas to retain 
the amounts of refunds ordered herein 
until further order directing the nature 
of their disposition and also to submit 
within 45 days of this order to the Com¬ 
mission and to its buyer, United Gas Pipe 
Line Company (United), a detailed re¬ 
port setting out the amount of refund 
related to the subject rate schedule, the 
volume of gas sold thereunder and the 
period covered. We shall also by sepa¬ 
rate action direct that United, within 10 
days from the receipt of such report, sub¬ 
mit a report of its own setting forth 
whether they intend to pass on all or part 
of such refund amounts to its customers, 
the names of such customers and the 
amounts of refund each should receive, 


1 Consolidated with Docket No. AR61-2, 
et al. 

2 Formerly Union Texas Natural Gas Cor¬ 
poration. 

3 The refunds will be approximately $11,907, 

exclusive of interest. 


or, if it claims to retain any portion of 
the refunds, a brief statement as to the 
legal or equitable basis of such claim. 
In the event such reports indicate that 
the refund will flow through to ultimate 
customers or distributing companies sub¬ 
ject to the Commission’s jurisdiction, the 
Commission will authorize the release of 
such refunds by Union Texas (unless a 
State regulatory authority after notifica¬ 
tion of the sum to be made available to 
a company subject to its regulatory juris¬ 
diction asks us to defer releasing the 
funds until it can determine their ulti¬ 
mate disposition). In the event that 
United (or a pipeline customer of United) 
indicates that it is asserting a claim to 
retain substantial refund sum^the Com¬ 
mission will by further order prescribe 
the procedure for determining the rela¬ 
tive rights to such funds of United or its 
customers. 

Union Texas may elect, at its option, to 
either use these funds in its business and 
pay 6 percent interest thereon or to de¬ 
posit such funds in a savings account of 
any bank or savings and loan association 
where deposits are insured by the Federal 
Deposit Insurance Corporation and 
credit all such interest earned thereon to 
the savings account. 

The Commission finds: It is necessary 
and proper in carrying out the provision 
of the Natural Gas Act and the regula¬ 
tions thereunder to permit the with¬ 
drawal of Supplement No. 6 to the Union 
Texas Petroleum, a division of Allied 
Chemical Corporation (Operator), et al., 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 8, to termi¬ 
nate the proceeding in Docket No. RI62- 
91, to order refunds, and to prescribe the 
method by which such refunds will be 
made. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) The withdrawal of Supplement 
No. 6 to the Union Texas Petroleum, a 
division of Allied Chemical Corporation 
(Operator), et al., FPC Gas Rate Sched¬ 
ule No. 8 is hereby permitted. 

(B) For the purpose of making re¬ 
funds Union Texas shall compute that 
amount of monies collected subject to 
refund in excess of 20.25 cents per Mcf 
under the Union Texas Petroleum, a 
division of Allied Chemical Corporation 
(Operator), et al., FPC Gas Rate Sched¬ 
ule No. 8 in Docket No. RI62-91, to date 
of this order, together with interest at 7 
percent. Union Texas shall within 30 
days from the date of this order submit 
a report to the Commission and serve a 
copy of such on United, setting out the 
amount of refunds (showing separately 
the principal and interest), the basis 
used for such determination and the 
period covered. 

(C) Unions Texas shall retain the 
amount shown in the report required 
under paragraph (B) above, subject to 
further order of the Commission direct¬ 
ing the disposition of these amounts. 

(D) If Union Texas elects to commingle 
these retained refunds with its general 
assets and use them for its corporate 
purposes, it shall pay interest thereon 
at the rate of 6 percent per annum on all 
funds thus available from the date of 
this order to the date on which they are 
paid over to the person ultimately deter- 
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mined to be entitled thereto in a final 
order of the Commission. 

(E) If Union Texas elects not to com¬ 
mingle these retained funds with its 
general assets it may deposit within 45 
days of the date of this order such funds 
in a savings account in any bank or 
savings and loan association where de¬ 
posits are insured by the Federal Deposit 
Insurance Corporation, with all interest 
earned thereon to be credited to the 
savings account. 

(F) Within 45 days from the date of 
the issuance of this order Union Texas 
shall file with the Secretary of the Com¬ 
mission a statement indicating whether it 
has elected to commingle the retained 
funds with its general assets or to deposit 
such in a savings account in a bank or 
savings and loan association. If Union 
Texas determines to place the funds in 
a bank or savings and loan association 
such statement shall include the name 
and address of the bank or savings and 
loan association. 

(G) Upon full compliance by Union 
Texas with all the terms and provisions 
of this order, the proceeding in Docket 
No. RI62-91 shall be severed from the 
consolidated proceeding in Docket No. 
AR61-2, et al., and terminated. 

(H) This order is without prejudice 
to any findings or orders which have been 
or may be made hereafter by the Com¬ 
mission, and is without prejudice to 
claims or contentions which may be made 
by Union Texas, the Commission staff, 
or any affected party hereto, in any pro¬ 
ceedings now pending, including area 
rate or similar proceedings, or hereafter 
instituted by or against Union Texas or 
any other companies, person or parties 
affected by this order. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11401; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:47 a.m.] 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

[Delegation of Authority 30-X, Disaster 
No. 3] 

MANAGER, DISASTER FIELD OFFICE, 
LAFAYETTE, LOUISIANA 

Delegation Relating to Financial 
Assistance Functions 

Notice is hereby given that Delegation 
of Authority No. 30-X, Disaster 3 (29 F.R. 
14423), is hereby rescinded in its entirety. 

Effective date: October 31, 1964. 

Robert E. West, 

Regional Director, Dallas, Texas. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11379; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Delegation of Authority 30-X, Disaster 
No. 6] 

MANAGER, DISASTER FIELD OFFICE, 
BATON ROUGE, LA. 

Delegation Relating to Financial 
Assistance Functions 

Notice is hereby given that Delegation 
of Authority No. 30-X, Disaster 6 (29 
F.R. 14450), is hereby rescinded in its 
entirety. 

Effective date: October 31, 1964. 

Robert E. West, 
Regional Director, Dallas, Texas. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11380; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:45 a.m.] 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice 1075] 

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

November 4, 1964. 

Synopses of orders entered pursuant to 
section 212(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, and rules and regulations pre¬ 
scribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 179), 
appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s spe¬ 
cial rules of practice any interested 
person may file a petition seeking recon¬ 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 20 days from the date 
of publication of this notice. Pursuant 
to section 17(8) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, the filing of such a petition 
will postpone the effective date of the 
order in that proceeding pending its dis¬ 
position. The matters relied upon by 
petitioners must be specified in their 
petitions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC 67183. By order of Octo¬ 
ber 30, 1964, The Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Hiawatha 
Coaches, Inc., 1718 Market Street, La 
Crosse, Wis., 54601, of the operating 
rights claimed under the “grandfather 
clause” of section 206(a)(7)(b) by 
Harold C. Arentz, doing business as La 
Clair Lines, La Crosse, Wis., in No. MC 
120123 Sub 1, covering certain operations 
in Wisconsin. 

No. MC-FC 67220. By order of Octo¬ 
ber 30, 1964, The Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Dale Newell, do¬ 
ing business as Newell Truck Line, Wake¬ 
field, Kans., of the certificate in No. MC 
1805, issued April 13, 1959, to Arthur 
Henry Fasse, doing business as Arthur 
Fasse Truck Line, Wakefield, Kans., au¬ 
thorizing the transportation of: General 
commodities, excluding household goods, 
commodities in bulk, and other specified 
commodities, between Wakefield, Kans., 
and Kansas City, Mo., serving the inter¬ 
mediate point of Kansas City, Kans.; 
livestock and agricultural commodities, 
from Wakefield, Kans., and points within 


10 miles thereof, to Kansas City, Kans., 
and Kansas City, Mo.; and livestock, 
feed, building materials, fencing mate¬ 
rials, petroleum products in containers, 
agricultural implements and parts, and 
farm machinery and parts, from Kansas 
City, Mo., and Kansas City, Kans., to 
points in the origin territory specified 
immediately above. 

No. MC-FC 67230. By order of Oc¬ 
tober 29, 1964, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Aztec Transporta¬ 
tion Co., Inc., San Diego, Calif., of the 
operating rights in Certificate of Regis¬ 
tration No. MC 99555 Sub 1 issued Jan¬ 
uary 6, 1964, to Arvil E. Bainbridge, 
doing business as Borrego Freight Lines, 
Vista, Calif., corresponding to the grant 
of intrastate authority to transferor is¬ 
sued by the Public Utilities of California 
in Certificate of Public Convenience 
granted in Decision No. 42586, dated 
March 8, 1949, and transferred to ap¬ 
plicant in Decision No. 44845, dated Sep¬ 
tember 26, 1950. Donald Murchison, 
Suite 211, Allen Paris Building, 211 South 
Beverly Drive, Beverly Hills, Calif., at¬ 
torney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 67235. By order of Oc¬ 
tober 29, 1964, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to David N. Staple- 
ford, doing business as Bormann Bros., 
Somerville, Mass., of Certificate No. MC 
29083, issued May 18, 1951 to Gustave W. 
Bormann, doing business as Bormann 
Brothers, Somerville, Mass., authorizing 
the transportation of household goods as 
defined by the Commission, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, between points in Middlesex 
County, Mass., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, Maine, Vermont, Rhode 
Island, Connecticut, and New York. 
Robert J. Gallagher, 111 State Street, 
Boston, Mass., 02109, attorney for ap¬ 
plicants. 

No. MC-FC 67250. By order of Oc¬ 
tober 29, 1964, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Kimberlain 
Trucking, Inc., Racine, Wis., of Permits 
Nos. MC 119762 and MC 119762 Sub 1 is¬ 
sued to James O. Kimberlain, Racine, 
Wis., March 30, 1961, and January 22, 
1962, respectively, authorizing the trans¬ 
portation, over irregular routes, of malt 
beverages, from Chicago, Ill., to Racine, 
Wis., and from Chicago, Ill., to Kenosha, 
Wis., restricted to continuing contract 
or contracts with Brown Bottle Distribu¬ 
tors, Inc., of Racine, Wis., and with Tri¬ 
angle Wholesale Co., Inc., of Kenosha, 
Wis. Paul Pike Pullen, 4920 West Vliet 
Street, Milwaukee, Wis., 53208, attorney 
for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 67252. By order of Oc¬ 
tober 29, 1964, the Transfer Board 

approved the transfer to Gateway Trans¬ 
port, Inc., Seattle, Wash., 98104, of Cer¬ 
tificate in No. MC 123336, issued Decem¬ 
ber 4, 1963, to Jimmie M. Eastham, 
doing business as Husky Parcel No. 2, 
Ketchikan, Alaska, authorizing the 
transportation of: General commodities, 
except those of unusual value, Classes 
A and B explosives, commodities in bulk, 
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and those requiring special equipment, 
between points on Revillagigedo Island, 
Alaska. George R. La Bissoniere, 333 
Central Building, Seattle, Wash., 98104, 
attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 67258. By order of Oc¬ 
tober 29, 1964, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Chipper Cartage 
Company, Inc., a Delaware corporation; 
Peoria, Ill., of certificate in No. MC 
99780 Sub 1, issued November 23, 1961, 
to Chipper Cartage Company, Inc.; 
Peoria, Ill., authorizing the transporta¬ 
tion of: Meats, meat products, and pack¬ 
inghouse products, from Peoria, Ill., to 
points in Ill., those in a specified part of 
Indiana; and those in a specified part of 
Iowa; and, empty containers or other 
articles used in transporting the above- 
specified commodities from points in the 
said destination territories to Peoria, 
Ill. John A. Slevin, First National Bank 
Building, Peoria, Ill., 61602, attorney for 
applicants. 

No. MC-FC 67260. By order of Oc¬ 
tober 29, 1964, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to McKean & Burt, 
Inc., Washington, Pa., of Certificate No. 
MC 10949, issued March 27, 1963, to Belle 
A. McKean and R. H. Burt, a partner¬ 
ship, doing business as McKean and Burt, 
Washington, Pa., authorizing the trans¬ 
portation of household goods, over ir¬ 
regular routes, between points in Wash¬ 
ington County, Pa., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in New York, New 
Jersey, Maryland, Ohio, West Virginia, 
and Illinois. Stephen I. Richmand, 325' 
Washington Trust Building, Washington, 
Pa., attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 67261. By order of Octo¬ 
ber 29, 1964, The Transfer Board ap¬ 


proved the transfer to Isaac J. Van Zuid- 
en and Gerald E. Van Zuiden, a partner¬ 
ship, doing business as Van Zuiden Bros., 
Albany, Ill., of the Certificate in No. 
MC 2206, issued July 27, 1962, to Donald 
L. Shockey, doing business as Shockey 
Truck Line, Clinton, Iowa, authorizing 
the transportation of: Hogs, from Sa- 
bula and Clinton, Iowa, and points within 
20 miles thereof, to Savanna, Ill.; feed, 
seed, fertilizer, farm machinery and 
parts, lumber, building materials, binder 
twine, hardware, fencing materials, and 
farm supplies, from Chicago, Ill., to Sa- 
bula and Clinton, Iowa, and points with¬ 
in 20 miles thereof; tile, from Woodland, 
Ill., to Sabula and Clinton, Iowa, and 
points within 20 miles thereof; coal, from 
Coal Valley and Annawan, Ill., to Sabula 
and Clinton, Iowa, and points within 20 
miles of each; livestock, from points in 
Illinois within 50 miles of Clinton, Iowa, 
to Sabula and Clinton and points within 
20 miles of each; petroleum products in 
containers, from Morrison, Ill., to Clin¬ 
ton and Davenport, Iowa; steel articles 
and hardware, from Sterling, Ill., to 
points as specified in Iowa; fertilizer, 
fertilizer compounds and fertilizer in¬ 
gredients, from Prairie du Chien, Wis., 
to points in Jackson and Clinton Coun¬ 
ties, Iowa; livestock, between Clinton 
and Sabula, Iowa, and points in Iowa 
within 20 miles of each, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, Chicago, Ill.; grain, 
feed, seed, and lumber, between Walnut. 
Fulton, Tampico, Prophetstown, Morri¬ 
son, and Mt. Carroll, Ill., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
above-described Iowa territory; and 
emigrant movables, between points in the 
above-described Iowa territory, on the 


one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Illinois. William A. Landau, 1307 East 
Walnut, Des Moines 16, Iowa, attorney 
for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 67270. By order of Octo¬ 
ber 30, 1964, The Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Clifford Timke, 
doing business as Timke Transfer Com¬ 
pany, Batesville, Ind., of the operating 
rights in Certificate No. MC 51126, is¬ 
sued June 28, 1955, to Clifford Timke and 
Raymond Amberger, doing business as 
Timke & Amberger Transfer Company, 
Batesville, Ind., authorizing the trans¬ 
portation, over irregular routes, of: 
Livestock and farm products, and gen¬ 
eral commodities, with the usual excep¬ 
tions, serving Cincinnati, Ohio, and 
Batesville, Ind., and points within 10 
miles of each. David W. Givens, 111 
Monument Circle, Indianapolis, Ind., at¬ 
torney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 67282. By order of Octo¬ 
ber 30, 1964, The Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Darwin Luce, 
Dansville, N.Y., of the operating rights 
in Certificate No. MC 105303 issued Au¬ 
gust 4, 1961 to Darwin Luce and Blan¬ 
chard F. Charles, a partnership, doing 
business as L & C Trucking, Salamanca, 
N.Y., authorizing the transportation, 
over irregular routes, of: Sand, gravel, 
and crushed stone, from Franklinville, 
and Allegany, N.Y., and points within 5 
miles of each to points in Pennsylvania 
within 100 miles of Allegany, N.Y. Rob¬ 
ert G. Gawley, 631 Niagara Street, Buf¬ 
falo, N.Y., representative for applicants. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-11378; Filed, Nov. 6, 1964; 

8:45 a.m.] 
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